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JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 
28 U.S.C. 331 


§ 331 Judicial Conference of the United Status 


The Chief Justice of the United States shall summon annually the chief judge of each judicial circuit, 
the chief judge of the Court of International Trade, and a district judge from each judicial circull to a conter- 
ence at such time and place in the United States as he may designate. He shail preside at such conlerence 
which shall be known as the Judicial Conterence of the United States. Special sessions of the conference 
may be called by the Chie! Justice at such times and pieces as he may designate. 


The district judge to be summoned trom sach judicial circult shall be chosen by the circult and 
district judges of the circuit at the annual judicial conference of the circult held pursuant to section 333 of 
this title and shall serve as a member of the conference for three successive years, except that in the year 
following the enactment of this amended section th judges in the first, fourth, seventh, and tenth circuils 
shall choose a district judge to serve for one year, the judges in the second, fifth, and eighth circuits shall 
choose a district judge to serve for two years and the judges in the third, sixth, ninth, and District of Colum- 
bia circuits shall choose a district judge to serve for three years. 


if the chief judge of any circuit, the chief judge of the Court of International Trade, or the district 
judge chosen by judges of the circult is unabie to attend, the Chief Justice may summon any other circult or 
district judge from such circult of any other judge of the Court of international Trade, as the case may be. 
Every judge summoned shail attend and, uniess excused by the Chief Justice, shall remain throughout the 
sessions of the conference and advise as to the needs of his circuit of court and as to any matters in respect 
of which the administration of justice in the courts of the United States may be improved. 


The Conference shail make a comprehensive survey of the condition of | .siness in the courts of the 
United States and prepare pians for assignment of judges to of from circuits or districts where necessary. |! 
shall also suomi! suggestions and: dations to the various courts to promote uniformity of manage- 
ment procedures and the expeditious conduct of court business. The Conference is authorized to exercise 
the author.y puvided in section 372(c) of this title as the Conference, or through a standing committee. |f 
the Conference elects to establish a standing committee, it shail be appointed by the Chief Justice and ai! 
petitions for review shall be reviewed by that committee. The Conference or standing committee may hold 
hearings, iake sworn testimony, issue subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum, and make necessary and 
appropriate orders in the exercise of its authority, Subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum shal! be issued 
by the clerk of the Supreme Court or by the clerk of any court of appeals, at the direction of the Chief Justice 
or his designee and under the seal of the court, and shall be served in the manner provided in rule 45(c) of 
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure for subpoenas and subpoenas duces tecum issued on behalf of the 
United States or an officer or any agency thereof. The Conference may aiso prescribe and modify rules for 
the exercise of the authority provided in section 372(c) of this title. All judicial officers and employees of the 
United States shail promptly carry into effect ail orders of the Judicial Conference or the standing committee 
established pursuant to this section. 


The Conference shall aiso carry on a continuous study of o operation and effect of the genera 
rules of practice and procedure now or hereafter in use as prescribed by the Supreme Court for the other 
courts of the United States pursuant to law. Such changes in and additions to those rules as the Conference 
may deem desirable te promote simplicity in procedure, fairness in administration, the just determination of 
litigation, and the eilmination of unjustifiable expense and delay shai! be recommended by the Conference 
from time to time to the Supreme Court for its consideration and adoption, modification or rejection, in 
accordance with law. 


The Attorney General shall, upon request of the Chief Justice, report to such conference on matters 
relating to the business of the several courts of the United States, with particular reference to cases to which 
the United States |s a party. 


The Chief Justice shall submit to Congress an annual report of the proceedings of the Judicial 
Conference and ts recommendations for legisiation. 
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REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


March 15, 1988 


The Judicial Conference of the United States convened on 
March 15, 1988, pursuant to the call of the Chief Justice of the United 
States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331. The Chief Justice presided and the 
following nembers of the Conference were present: 


First Circuit: 
Chief Judge Levin H. Campbeil 
Chief Judge Juan M. Perez-Gimenez, District of 
Puerto Rico 


Secorid Circuit: 


Chiet Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge John T. Curtin, Western District of 
New York 


Third Circuit: 
Chief Judge John J. Gibbons 
Chief Judge William J. Nealon, Jr., Middle District of 
Pennsylvania 


Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, District of Maryland 


Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Charles Clark 


Chief Judge L. T. Senter, Jr., Northern District of 
Mississippi 


Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Pierce Lively 
Chiet Judge Phillip Pratt, Eastern District of 
Michigar 


Seventh Circuit: 


Chiet Judge William J. Bauer 
Judge Sarah Evans Barker, Southern District of Indiana 


Eighth Circuit: 
Judge Gerald W. Heaney’ 
Chiet Judge John F. Nangle, Eastern District of 
Missouri 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge James R. Browning 
Chief Judge Robert F. Peckham, Northern District of 
California 
Tenth Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Holloway 
Chief Judge Sherman G. Finesilver, District of Colorado 


Eleventh Circuit: 
Chief Judge Paul H. Roney 
Chief Judge Sam C. Pointer, Jr., Northern District of 
Alabama 
District of Columbia Circuit: 
Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald 


Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr., District of 
Columbia 


* Designated by the Chief Justice in place of Chief Judge Donald P. Lay, 
who was unable to attend. 
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Federal Circuit: 
Chief Judge Howard T. Markey 
Court of International Trade: 


Chiet Judge Edward D. Re 


Circuit Judges Boyce F. Martin, Jr. and Robert S. Vance, District 
Judge Richard M. Bilby, and Senior District Judge Walter T. McGovern 
attended all or some of the sessions of the Conference. Circuit Execu- 
tives Steven Flanders (Second Circuit), Samuel W. Phillips (Fourth 
Circuit), Lydia Comberrel (Fifth Circuit), James A. Higgins (Sixth Circuit), 
Collins T. Fitzpatrick (Seventh Circuit), June L. Boadwine (Eighth 
Circuit), Francis L. Bremson (Ninth Circuit), Eugene J. Murret (Tenth 
Circuit), and Norman E. Zoller (Eleventh Circuit), and Circuit Executive- 
designates Vincent Flanagan (First Circuit) and John Hehman (Third 
Circuit) were also present. 


Congressman Neal Smith, Chairman of the House Appropria- 
tions Subcommittee on Commerce, Justice, State, the Judiciary and 
Related Agencies, attended the Conference briefly and spoke on matters 
pending in the Congress of interest to the judiciary. The Attorney 
General of the United States, Honorable Edwin Meese lil, and Solicitor 
General Charles Fried addressed the Conference on matters of mutual 
interest to the Department of Justice and the Conference. Circuit Judge 
Thomas J. Meskill, a member of the Conference's Budget Committee, 
briefed the Conference on the status of the judiciary's appropriations 
requests. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did 
James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General 
Counsel; Robert E. Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; 
Karen K. Siegel, Chief, Office of the Judicial Conference Secretariat; and 
David A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. Judge John C. Godbold, 
Director of the Federal Judicial Center, also attended the sessions of the 
Conference. Noel Augustyn (Administrative Assistant to the Chief 
Justice), Richard Schickele (Staff Counsel to the United States Supreme 
Court), and Judy B. Sloan (Judicial Fellow) were also present. 
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The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge Godbold, 
presented a report on the activities of the Center. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, L. Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference a brief report 
summarizing the workload of the federal judiciary during the calendar 
year 1987. 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Mecham reported that during 1987, the number of cases 
appealed to the 12 regional courts of appeals rose nearly three percent 
to 35,700, due primarily to a substantial increase in appeals of state 
prisoner petitions. Although terminations increased four percent this 
year, they did not keep pace with filings and, consequently, the pending 
caseload rose two percent to 26,894 on December 31, 1987. Filings in 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit rose more 


than 18 percent to 1,406. The largest increases were in appeals from 
the Merit Systems Protection Board and from the U.S. district courts. 
Dispositions declined 30 percent, dropping below the level of filings. As 
a result, the pending caseload climbed seven percent to 674. 


In the United States district courts, the number cf civil filings 
declined for the second consecutive year, dropping more than four 
percent to 233,292 (an average of 406 civil cases per authorized 
judgeship). The largest decreases were in cases involving recovery of 
Overpayments of veterans’ benefits, asbestos personal injury product 
liability suits, and marine contract actions. Civil terminations declined at 
a faster rate than filings (down eight percent), resulting in a one percent 
increase in the pending caseload. On December 31, 1987, there were 
247,107 civil cases pending in the district courts. 


Criminal filings continued to increase, rising more than four 
percent to 44,335 (an average of 77 criminal cases per authorized 
judgeship). The increase in criminal filings was due primarily to substan- 
tial rises in prosecutions under the Drug Abuse Prevention and Control 
Act and for fraud. Criminal dispositions rose six percent but remained 
below the level of filings. Accordingly, the pending caseload climbed 
nearly five percent to 26,454 on December 31, 1987. 
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The rate of increase in the number of bankruptcy petitions 
slowed considerably during 1987. Total bankruptcy filings rose only 
eight percem to 574,849, compared to a 28 percent increase a year ago. 
Non-business bankrupicies rose ten percent, while business 
bankruptcies rose only one percent. Despite a 29 percent increase in 
terminations, the pending caseload grew five percent, reaching a record 
level of 819,726 on December 31, 1987. 


Mr. Mecham also reported that as of March 1, 1988, there were 
11 vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions authorized for the 
United States courts of appeals and 34 vacancies among the 575 
authorized judgeship positions in the United States district courts. 


JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


A written statement filed with the Conference by the Judicial 
Panel on Muhidistrict Litigation indicated that during the six-month period 
ended December 31, 1987, the Panel centralized 122 civil actions 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407. Of that number, 46 were transferred for 
coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 76 actions origi- 
nally filed in the transferee districts. The Panel denied transfer of 16 
actions. 


Since its creation in 1968, the Panel has centralized 16,173 civil 
actions for pretrial proceedings in carrying out its statutory 
responsibilities. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


The Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference reported 
that, since the last session of the Conference in September, 1987, ihe 
Executive Committee had addressed the following matters on the 
Conference's behalf: 


NOTIFICATION 


The "eport of the Proceedings of the September 1987 Judicial 
Conterence indicates that, in connection with its consideration of the 
report of the Committee to Study the Judicial Conference, the Confer- 
ence approved the following principle (Cont. Rpt., p. 58): 


When the Administrative Office recommends to a 
committee that a request submitted by a judge or court 
be rejected, the committee chairman should consider 
directing that the judge or court be notified in sufficient 
time to submit responsiv. material; similarly, when a 
committee votes to reject the request of a judge or 
court, the chairman should consider notifying the 


requester promptly. 


Responding to the suggestion that the Judicial Conference intended to 
require notification rather than merely to suggest it, the Executive 
Committee established the following interim policy: 


When the Administrative Office recommends to a 
committee that a request submitted by a judge or court 
be rejected, the Director should notify the judge or 
court promptly; similarly, when a committee votes to 
reject the request of a judge or court, the chairman 
should notify the requester promptly, unless there are 
compelling reasons for not doing so. 


At its March 15, 1988, session, the Judicial Conference made 
the interim policy permanent. 


JURISDICTION OF COMMITTEES; 
PROCEDURES FOR ASSEMBLING AGENDAS 


Among the duties assigned the Executive Committee by the 
Judicial Conference in September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 57), were to 
review the jurisdiction of each Conference committee, and to establish 
and publish procedures for assembling agendas so that interested courts 
and judges will know how to get matters before the Conference and its 
committees. 


On January 6, 1988, the Executive Committee published a 
report detailing the jurisdiction of each Conference committee, a list of all 
committee members (with their terms), and procedures for assembling 
agendas. Under the procedures, courts and judges desiring to have 
matters considered by the Conference may transmit their requests, in 
writing, to the Director of the Administrative Office (Attention: Office of 
the Judicial Conference Secretariat). The Director is delegated the 
responsibility of assigning matters to the appropriate committee and 
notifying the requesting court or judge of the committee assignment. If 
jurisdictional questions arise between committees, they will be resolved 
on a priority basis by the Executive Committee. 


ALTERNATIVE HOURLY COMPENSATION RATES 
IN DEATH PENALTY HABEAS CORPUS CASES 


In September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 94-95), the Judicial Confer- 
ence approved a special alternative maximum rate of $75 per hour, for 
both in- and out-of-court time, for representation in death penalty habeas 
corpus cases in the Northern, Central, and Eastern Districts of California. 
Effective November 6, 1987, the Executive Committee agreed to extend 
the $75 rate, in death penalty habeas corpus cases only, to the Southern 
District of California. See “Alternative Hourly Compensation Rates", 
infra p. 15. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1988 


The Executive Committee approved a spending plan for the 
appropriation “Salaries and Expenses” and supplemental appropriations 
requests for certain judicial accounts, both for the fiscal year 1988. See 
also “Appropriations for the Fiscal Year 1988", infra p. 10. Since 
expenditure levels vary from one month to the next, the plan was 
approved for the second quarter of the fiscal year, through March 31, 
1988. An updated financial plan will be submitted to the Executive 
Committee in April, 1988. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


The Committee on the Administrative Office reported that, at its 
organizational meeting, the Director and his senior staff provided a full 
and comprehensive educational briefing on the operations and programs 
of the Administrative Office. The Committee plans to meet in April, 
1988, to develop an implementing strategy for its role in providing advice 
and support to the Administrative Office and in monitoring the agency's 
general performance. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


RESOLUTION 


Noting the superior effort of the Director of the Administrative 
Office and members of his staff in obtaining the enactment of legislation 
which sets the salary of bankruptcy judges and a ceiling on the salary of 
full-time United States magistrates at 92 percent of the salary paid 
United States district judges, the Judicial Conference adopted the 
following resolution: 


Whereas, salary adjustments allowed bankruptcy 
judges and United States magistrates during 1987 
were grossly inadequate with relation to the services 
performed by these judicial officers; and 


Whereas, L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Ad- 
ministrative Office of the United States Courts recog- 
nized the need to provide salary relief to bankruptcy 
judges and magistrates and solicited the support of the 
Judicial Conference of the United States to petition 
Congress for a more equitable salary increase; and 


Whereas, at its March 1987 meeting the Judicial 
Conference unanimously resolved to seek immediate 
Salary increases for bankruptcy judges and 
magistrates; and 


Whereas, Robert E. Feidler, Legislative and Public 
Affairs Officer of the United States Courts and Denis 
Hauptly, counsel of that office, successfully achieved 
passage of legislation authorizing salary increases for 
bankruptcy judges and United States magistrates 
equivalent to 92 percent of the salary of United States 


District Judges; 


Now therefore, be it resolved, that the Judicial 
Conference of the Urited States Committee on the 
Administration of the Bankruptcy System does hereby 
express to L. Ralph Mecham, Director, Robert E. 
Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer, and 


Denis Hauptly, counsel, of the Administrative Office of 
the United States Courts, its deep appreciation and 
sincere gratitude for their initiative and untiring efforts 
in obtaining for bankruptcy judges and United States 
magistrates substantial pay increases and particularly 
recognizes the diligence and vigilance of Denis 
Hauptly throughout the entire legislative process; 


Be it further resolved, that the Judicial Conference 
adopts this resolution as its own and orders it recoded 
in the Proceedings of the Conference. 


ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 


Due io an unusual increase in bankruptcy filings, the Conference 
voted to recommend that Congress authorize one additional bankruptcy 
judgeship for the Eastern District of Texas. 


DELINEATION OF RESPONSIBILITIES FOR 
CLOSING BANKRUPTCY CASES 


In order to provide guidance to bankruptcy judges and clerks in 
the delineation of responsibilities for closing bankruptcy cases in the 
aftermath of the Bankruptcy Reform Act of 1978 (Public Law 95-598) 
and the Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family Farmer 
Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-554), the Conference adopted 
the following policy statement: 


The United States trustee program is being phased 
in across the country region by region. By statute, 
United States trustees appoint case trustees and 
supervise their performance. This includes the 
auditing of trustee reports and fees and the monitoring 
of trustee fiduciary responsibilities under the 
Bankruptcy Code and Rules. 


When a United States trustee region becomes 
operational, t is expected that the United States 
trustee will assume, as soon as practicable, the full 
range of responsibilities contemplated by statute, 
including the auditing of case trustees’ final reports 
and proposed orders of distribution. Absent unusual 


circumstances, the court in the exercise of its judicial 
discretion to close a case should be able to rely on the 
certification of the United States trustee, in the U.S. 
trustee's official capacity and as an officer of the court, 
that the case trustee has properly and fully admini- 
stered the estate. Staff of the clerk's office should not 
be used routinely to perform or duplicate United States 
trustees’ responsibilities. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 
OF THE CONSTITUTION 


The Committee on the Bicentennial of the Constitution reported 
On its participation in the Bicentennial effort. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1988 


The Committee on the Budget reported that the fiscal year 1988 
appropriation for the judiciary was signed inio law as part of the 
government-wide “continuing resolution” (Public Law 100-202). New 
budget authority for the judiciary totals $1,329,934,000, as compared to 
the fiscal year 1988 request of $1,460,678,000 and the fiscal year 1987 
appropriations of $1,259, 708,000. 


In February, 1988, the Executive Committee authorized the 
Director to submit a fiscal year 1988 supplemental appropriations 
request of $38,550,000 for the “Salaries and Expenses” appropriation, 
$10,853,000 for the “Defender Services” appropriation, $1,697,000 for 
“Court Security”, and $3,033,000 for the “Administrative Office” account. 


FUNDING NEW MAGISTRATES 


Under previous arrangements for funding new magistrate 
positions, months would frequently pass before the positions could be 
filled, particularly during periods of continuing resolutions when new 
appropriations were unavailable. On the recommendations of the 
Magistrates and Budget Committees, the Judicial Conference agreed to 
make funding of new magistrate positions a priority, and authorized the 
Director of the Administrative Office to proceed at the beginning of each 
fiscal year with a determination as to whether the costs of the new 
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positions could be absorbed and funding made available through 
reprogramming without disturbing ongoing programs. 


REASSIGNMENT OF CERTAIN COSTS IN THE 
"SALARIES AND EXPENSES” APPROPRIATION 


From time to time, Congress funds court projects while simul- 
taneously reducing Administrative Office requests for personnel and 
funds necessary to support the same court projects. A typical example 
of this funding conflict is automation, where significant Administrative 
Office resources are expended for computer installation and operation in 
the courts. In order to permit the Administrative Office to continue 
Carrying out these duties performed directly for the courts in connection 
with specific and definable projects without diverting resources trom 
other ongoing projects, the Budget Committee authorized the Ad- 
ministrative Office to devise and implement a procedure permitting such 
services to be charged to the courts’ appropriation, so long as the action 
complies with the law and congressional intent, and is cleared in ad- 
vance with the Appropriations Committees of the Congress. The Budget 
and Executive Committees of the Judicial Conference are subsequently 
to be advised of any expenditures to be treated in this manner. 


BUDGET DECENTRALIZATION 


The Judicial Conference was advised that the pilot project for 
budget decentralization has been under way in the five pilot courts 
(Second Circuit Court of Appeals, and Southern New York, Western 
Washington, Northern California, and Arizona district courts) since the 
beginning of this fiscal year. Allocations of resources to the pilot courts 
are at the same levels as allocations planned for nonparticipating courts. 


COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 
The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last 
report, the Committee had received 32 written inquiries and issued 27 


advisory responses. The Chairman also responded to 34 telephone 
inquiries that did not require reference to the Committee. 
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COMMITTEE ON COURT SECURITY 
UNITED STATES MARSHALS SERVICE 


The Committee on Court Security was established by the 
Judicial Conference in September, 1987, to oversee all court security 
matters. Among the most important of the new Committee's duties was 
to consider and make recommendations to the Conference on H.R. 
3551, 100th Congress, the proposed “United States Marshals Service 
Act of 1987”. 


The Judicial Conference has previously supported certain 
aspects of H.R. 3551, including provisions to authorize the Attorney 
General to appoint “interim” United States marshals (March 1982 
Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 19); to permit the Attorney General to set fees for 
the service of process (March 1981 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 20); and to 
govern contracts for security guard or “perimeter security” services for 
cuurt facilities (see the judiciary’s annual budget requests since 
February, 1982). On the other hand, responding to a proposal which 
would have repealed 28 U.S.C. 569, under which the United States 
marshals “may, in the discretion of the respective courts, be required to 
attend any session of court”, the September 1986 Conference (Conf. 


Rpt., p. 58) opposed any change in 28 U.S.C. 569. 


After careful consideration, and noting that H.R. 3551 preserves 
intact the language of 28 USC. 569, the Judicial Conference 
unanimously voted to support the bill, subject to two amendments 
developed by the Court Security Committee in coordination with the 
Director of the United States Marshals Service. First, the legislation 
should be amended specifically to include the following: 


§ 566. Powers and duties 


(a) It is the primary role and mission of the United 
States Marshals Service to provide for the security and 
to obey, execute and enforce all orders of the United 
States District Courts, the United States Courts of 
Appeals and the Court of International Trade. 


In addition, observing that the bill would amend 28 U.S.C. 755 to permit 
bailiffs -- currently subject to a salary limit of $6 a day to be paid only for 
actual attendance on days when the court is in session or the judge or 
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jury is present -- to be paid up to the rate of a GS-5 “from tunds appropri- 
ated to the Courts”, the Conference recommended that the amendment 
to section 755 be limited to eliminating the obsolete provision which 
establishes the $6 per day bailiff payment. As a result, bailiffs’ salaries 
would not de fixed by statute and the judiciary’s budget would be 
unaffected. 


COMMITTEE ON CRIMINAL LAW 
AND PROBATION ADMINISTRATION 


SENTENCING GUIDELINES TRAINING 


In recognition of the fact that successful implementation of 
guideline sentencing depends substantially on training of the bench and 
bar, the Judicial Conference endorsed the Committee's suggestion that 
the district courts continue their guideline training efforts and sponsor 
programs that will also educate the bar, whose knowledge of guideline 
procedures is essential to effective implementation. 


TRANSFER OF JURISDICTION AND SUPERVISION 
OF PERSONS ON SUPERVISED RELEASE 


The Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 (Public Law 98-473) 
provides authority for courts to impose periods of supervised release 
following incarceration sentences. 18 U.S.C. 3583. While a period of 
supervised release serves many of the same purposes previously served 
by parole supervision, the period of supervision is set by the court at 
sentencing instead of by the Parole Commission, and responsibility for 
setting and modifying the conditions of release, and revoking supervision 
for a violation of the terms of release, rests with the sentencing court. 


Section 3605 of title 18 permits courts to transfer jurisdiction of a 
supervised releasee to another court, as has been the case with 
probationers for many years. Upon being advised of the economic and 
administrative advantages of transfer of jurisdiction of persons under 
supervised release to the district where they are being supervised, the 
Judicial Conference voted to encourage courts mutually to consent to 
such transfers as provided by 18 U.S.C. 3605, particularly when a 
violation of the conditions of supervised release has occurred in the 
district of supervision. 
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COMPREHENSIVE CRIME CONTROL ACT OF 1984 


At its September 1985 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 60-61) and March 1987 
(Conf. Rpt., p. 26) sessions, the Judicial Conference endorsed amend- 
ments to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 (Title Il of the Comprehen- 
sive Crime Control Act of 1984, Public Law 98-473). While some of 
these proposals have been enacted in the Criminal Fines Improvement 
Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-185) and the Sentencing Act of 1987 
(Public Law 100-182), others have not. 


On the Committee’s recommendation, the Conference re- 
endorsed an amendment to 18 U.S.C. 3563(a) to provide for exceptions 
to the requirement that, if probation is imposed for a felony, the sentence 
must include a fine, restitution, community service, or any combination of 
the three. In the Conference's view, there are limited cases in which this 
inflexible requirement would be counterproductive, and sentencing 
courts should have the authority to suspend the three mandatory 
conditions in circumstances where the defendant cannot comply with 
any of them. 


In addition, the Conference agreed to recommend an amend- 
ment to title 18 to provide for monies to be made available from the 
Treasury to refund bail which had been erroneously forfeited and 
deposited in the Treasury. Section 3150(a) of title 18, which had 
previously provided this authority, was inadvertently omitted with the 
passage of Public Law 98-473. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 
APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Committee on Defender Services submitted to the Confer- 
ence a report on appointments and payments under the Criminal Justice 
Act (CJA) during the fiscal year 1987. The report indicated that of the 
$87,858,000 appropriated for the implementation of the CJA in the fiscal 
year 1987, $78,358,000 will be required to meet projected obligations, 
leaving a balance of $9,500,000 available for use in the fiscal year 1988. 


During the fiscal year 1987, approximately 62,327 persons were 
represented under the CJA, compared to 59,324 persons during the 
fiscal year 1986, an increase of 5.1 percent. Of the 62,327 persons 
represented, 33,400, or 53.6 percent, were represented by federal public 


14 


and community defender organizations, compared to 53.1 percent in the 
fiscal year 1986 and 52.4 percent in the fiscal year 1985. 


The Conference authorized the Director of the Administrative 
Office to transmit the report to all chief judges, to all federal defender 
organizations, and to others who may request copies. 


BUDGET REQUESTS - FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDERS 


The Conference approved the supplemental budget request for 
the fiscal years 1988 and 1989 in the amounts of $30,128 and $40,655, 
respectively, for the Federal Public Defender Organization for the District 
of Colorado. 


ALTERNATIVE HOURLY COMPENSATION RATES 


Subsection (d)(1) of the Criminal Justice Act, as amended (18 
U.S.C. 3006A(d)(1)), establishes hourly maximum rates of attorney 
compensation of $60 per hour for time expended in court, and $40 per 
hour for time reasonably expended out of court. The subsection also 
authorizes the Judicial Conference to establish an alternative hourly 
compensation rate, not to exceed $75 per hour, if the Conference 
determines that a higher rate is justified for a circuit or for particular 
districts within a circuit. 


Effective with services performed on or after October 1, 1987, 
and subject to the availability of funds, the September 1987 Judicial 
Conference (Conf. Rpt., pp. 94-95) approved a temporary special 
alternative maximum rate of $75 per hour, for both in- and out-of-court 
time, for representation in death penalty habeas corpus cases in the 
Northern, Central, and Eastern Districts of California; effective 
November 6, 1987, the Executive Committee extended the temporary 
alternative rate to the Southern District of California. See also 
“Alternative Hourly Compensation Rates in Death Penalty Habeas 
Corpus Cases", supra p. 7. 


On the recommendation of the Defender Services Committee, 


and subject to the availability of funds, the Judicial Conference estab- 
lished a special alternative rate of $75, for both in- and out-of-court time, 
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for representation in federal habeas corpus death penalty cases only, at 
all court locations in the following districts: 


Arizona 

California (Northern, Eastern, Central, and Southern) 
Idaho 

Kentucky (Eastern and Western) 


Montana 
Nevada 
Ohio (Southem) 


Oregon 


Pennsylvania (Western) 


Tennessee (Eastern, Middle, and Western) 
Washington (Eastern and Western) 


In addition, subject to the availability of funds, the Judicial 
Conterence established general alternative rates or both in- and 
out-of-court time in the amounts indicated for the following districts and 


court locations: 


District 


Alaska 

Arizona 

California, Central 
California, Eastern 
California, Northern 
California, Southern 
District of Columbia 
Hawaii 

Michigan, Easter 
Nevada 

New Jersey 

New Mexico 

New York, Eastern 
New York, Southern 
Oregon 
Washington, Western 


Amount/Location 


$75 

$70 [Phoenix and Tucson] 
$75 

$75 [Sacramento and Fresno} 
$75 

$75 

$75 

$70 

$75 [Detroit] 

$60 [Las Vegas and Reno] 
$75 

$75 [Las Cruces] 

$75 

$75 

$60 [Portland] 

$75 [Seattle] 


Since the projected cost of implementing the recommended 
special and general alternative rates is $9,765,000 in the fiscal year 
1988, and $13,265,000 in the fiscal year 1989, the Defender Services 
Committee recommended priorities for implementation of the alternative 
rates and funding of death penalty resource center/community defender 
organizations (see “Death Penalty Resources Centers", below), which 
the Conference approved. 


The Conterence also amended the guideline on establishment of 
alternative hourly rates (paragraph 2.22(A)(2) of the Guidelines for the 
Administration of the Criminal Justice Act) to incorporate additional 
criteria, specifically provide for the establishment of special death 
penalty alternative rates, and exempt special death penalty rate applica- 
tions from the requirement of conducting a survey. 


DEATH PENALTY RESOURCE CENTERS 


In order to address the adequacy of resources for providing 
representation in death penalty habeas corpus cases, a number of 
federal circuits and districts are taking steps to create cooperative 
resource center programs to provide assistance, guidance, information, 
and other services to eligible individuals and appointed attorneys 
involved in death penalty litigation at both the federal and state stages of 
the proceedings. The Defender Services Committee anticipates that 
state and other non-federal sources will ultimately provide about half the 
funding for these organizations, with the remainder to be furnished 
through grants under the Criminal Justice Act. 


To date, the district courts of four states have agreed to desig- 
nate resource centers as community defender organizations through the 
amendment of their district court plans to implement the CJA. These 
four proposed resource center/community defender organizations have 
submitted, and the Conference approved, the following grant requests 
for the fiscal years 1988 and 1989. The requests were approved subject 
to the availability of funds, and contingent upon each proposed organiza- 
tion obtaining the state and other non-federal funds which it had indi- 
cated were necessary to finance the state component of its proposed 
activities, and also contingent upon final approval of all necessary CJA 
plan amendments. 
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Criminal Justice Act Grants 


FY 1988 FY 1989 


Georgia Appellate Practice 
and Educational Resource 
Center, Inc. [GA-N, M, 8) $104,444 $267 275 


Mississippi Capital Defense 
Resource Center [MS-N & S] $ 82,175 $195,950 


North Carolina Death Penalty 
Resource Center [NC-E, M, & W] $ 33,915 $ 87,760 


Capital Representation 
Resource Center of Tennessee 


[TN-E, M, & W] $ 86,307 $167,634 
TOTAL $306,841 $718,619 


A moditied version of the “Grant and Conditions” which “tradi- 
tional” community defender organizations are required to execute prior to 
receipt of grant funds was approved for use in conjunction with grants to 
death penalty resource center/community defender organizations and 
will be included as Appendix D of the Guidelines. Minor amendments to 
clauses 8 and 14 of the "Grant and Conditions” used by the traditional 
community defenders were approved as well. 


ADVICE OF COUNSEL PRIOR TO 
PRETRIAL SERVICES INTERVIEW 


The federal defenders have requested that the Judicial Confer- 
ence amend the Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice 
Act to provide that, prior to being interviewed by a pretrial services or 
probation officer, a financially eligible defendant subject to proceedings 
under 18 U.S.C. 3142 et seq., should be afforded the opportunity to 
consul with counsel. 


The Committee on Defender Services reported that, particularly 
with the advent of guideline sentencing, it shares the defenders’ views 
that eligible defendants should be afforded an opportunity to confer with 
counsel prior to the pretrial services interview. However, the Committee 
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believes that further consideration is warranted before an amendment to 
the Guidelines can be proposed, and it will seek the views of the Judicial 
Conlerence Committees on Criminal Law and Probation Administration 
and on the Administration of the Magistrates System on this matter. In 
the interim, the Committee recommended, and the Conference ap- 
proved, the following statement for dissemination to the cours: 


The Judicial Conference recognizes the importance of 
the advice of counsel for persons subject to proceedings 
under 18 U.S.C. 3142 et seq., prior to their being 
interviewed by a pretrial services or probation officer. 
Accordingly, the Conterence encourages districts to take 
the steps necessary to permit the fumishing of ap- 
pointed counsel at this stage of the proceedings to 
financially eligible defendants, having due regard for the 
importance of affording the pretrial services officer 
adequate time to interview the defendant and verity 
information prior to the bail hearing. 


GUIDELINES 


The Conference approved the following amendments to the 
Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act: 


1. Numerous technical amendments to paragraphs 2.01, 
2.12, and 2.22 to conform to the Sentencing Reform 
Act of 1984 (Public Law 98-473), the Criminal Fine 
Improvements Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-185), and 
the Sentencing Act of 1987 (Public Law 100-182). 


2. An amendment to paragraph 3.12 (C) to authorize the 
court to grant exceptions to the requirement for 
commercial duplication of transcripts in multi-defendant 
CJA cases, with respect to accelerated transcript 
services. 


3. Amendments to paragraphs 2.27 (A) and 3.12 (A) 
concerning the appropriate forms for use in connection 
with payment for court authorized transcripts in CJA 
cases. 


4. An amendment to paragraph 2.26 to eliminate the “1 
hour travel time” rule. 
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RESOLUTION 


In acknowledgement of his substantial contributions to the work 
of the Judicial Conterence, the Conference adopted the following 
resolution honoring Judge Thomas J. MacBride: 


On November 20, 1987, the Honorable William H. 
Rehnquist, Chief Justice of the United States, with since re 
regret, acceded to Judge Thomas J. MacBride's request 
that he be relieved as Chairman of the United States 
Judicial Conference Committee to Implemem the Criminal 
Justice Act. 


The Chief Justice and the Judicial Conference ac- 
knowledge with deep appreciation Judge MacBride's long 
years and varied and valuable contributions in positions of 
leadership in the federal judiciary. 


Over the course of his judicial tenure, Judge MacBride 
served as: 


0 Chief Judge of the Eastem District of Calitomia trom 
1967 to 1979. 


o A member of the United States Judicial Conference 
Committee on the Administration of the Probation 
System from 1967 to 1968. 


o A member of the United States Judicial Conference 
from 1975 to 1978. 


o A member of the Foreign intelligence Surveillance 
Court from 1979-1980. 


o A member of the United States Judici2' Conference 
Committee to implement the Criminal Justice Act 
from 1969-1987. 


o Chairman of the United States Judicial Conference 
Committee to implement the Criminal Justice Act 
from 1979-1987. 
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In his Capacity as a member and as Chairman of the 
Committee to Implement the Criminal Justice Act, Judge 
MacBride led the Federal Defender program through a 
period of remarkable but required growth necessitated by an 
increase in criminal appointments of counsel from ap- 
proximately 30,000 in 1969 to more than 60,000 in 1987. 
During the period of his service on the CJA Committee the 
first Federal Defender organizations were created and their 
numbers grew to 66 headquarters and branch offices, 
providing representation in 47 federal judicial districts and 11 
federal circuits. Even in times of particular fiscal austerity, 
Judge MacBride succeeded in securing the funds needed to 
ensure effective assistance of counsel and to build and 
mainiain the exemplary Federal Defender program, which 
has enjoyed a reputation for providing a consistently 
outstanding level of representation and professional service 
to those charged with federal crimes and unable to afford 
counsel. His efforts also contributed to the funding and 
support of private panel attorneys, experts and others 
providing representational services under the Criminal 
Justice Act in each of the 94 federal judicial districts and 12 
courts of appeals. 


In addition, Judge MacBride devoted enormous energies, 
over a nine-year period, to the task of bringing about needed 
amendments to the Criminal Justice Act in the areas of 
attorney compensation and training. 


Judge MacBride's commitment, enthusiasm, leadership, 
boundless energy, personal sacrifice and devotion to the 
administration of the federal judiciary, to the Federal 
Defender and assigned counsel program and to the cause of 
equal access to justice have eamed and received the 
respect and admiration of all with whom he has served. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 


Title IV of H.R. 3152, 100th Congress, the proposed “Court 
Reform and Access to Justice Act of 1987", contains two important 
provisions of interest to the judiciary: (1) the creation of multi-party, 
multi-forum jurisdiction; and (2) restrictions on diversity jurisdiction. 
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A. Although its provisions are complex, H.R. 3152 would permit 
the consolidation in federal district court of civil actions “arising out of the 
same transaction, occurrence, or series of related transactions or 
occurrences”, in two general circumstances. Jurisdictional criteria for 
consolidation would be met where any party is a citizen of one state and 
any adverse party is a citizen of another state (minimal diversity), and if 
(1) a substantial part of the acts giving rise to the action occurred in two 
or more different states; or (2) any defendant resides in one state and (a) 
any other defendant resides in a different state, or (b) a substantial part 
of the acts giving rise to the action occurred in any other state. In order 
further to ensure that jurisdiction applies only to cases falling within the 
large mass-injury situation, this jurisdiction could be invoked only in an 
action for injury to person or property, and only then in three basic 
situations: (1) where 25 persons are alleged to have incurred damages 
of at least $50,000 per person; (2) where five persons are alleged to 
have incurred damages of at least $10,000 per person and the plaintiff 
Cannot join all proper defendants to the claim in a state court, but can do 
so under this section; or (3) where five persons are alleged to have 
incurred damages of at least $10,000 per person, and any party to a civil 
action is subsequently sued in another court on a claim arising ou! of the 
same transaction. 


The Conference approved in principle creation of federal 
jurisdiction that would rely on minimal diversity to consolidate multiple 
litigation in state and federal courts of cases involving personal injury or 
property damage and arising out of a single event, provided it is coupled 
with provisions that would otherwise narrow diversity jurisdiction. 
Although the Conference has repeatedly called for the abolition of 
diversity jurisdiction in its present form (see paragraph B, below), H.R. 
3152, by contrast, would redirect diversity jurisdiction to serve a purpose 
that state courts are not able to serve, i.e., to facilitate the consolidation 
of scattered actions arising out of the same occurrence and thereby to 
promote more expeditious and economical disposition of such litigation. 


B. At its September 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 72), and 
without departing from prior recommendations to adopt more extensive 
restrictions on diversity of citizenship jurisdiction or to abolish it al- 
together, the Judicial Conference agreed to recommend that 28 U.S.C. 
1332 be amended to increase the amount in controversy required to 
establish diversity jurisdiction from a sum that exceeds $10,000 to a sum 
that exceeds $50,000. Observing that H.R. 3152 includes language to 
increase the jurisdictional amount to $50,000, the Conference agreed to 
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support that provision. The Conference also supported a recommenda- 
tion of the Department of Justice to amend 28 U.S.C. 1332(c) to provide 
that a corporation shall be deemed to be a citizen of any state in which it 
is licensed or registered to do business. This objective standard would 
substantially reduce the extent of diversity litigation § involving 


corporations. 
APPEALS OF CIVIL ACTIONS 


Title Vil of H.R. 3152, 100th Congress, would substantially 
revise the existing statutory provisions governing civil and criminal 
appeals. Except to reaffirm its prior approval of elimination of the 
Enelow-Ettelson doctrine (September 1987 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 70), 
the Conference voted to oppose a major revision at this time of the 
provisions of title 28 goveming appeals. The subject matter of Title Vil 
of H.R. 3152 was referred for further study to the Advisory Committee on 
Appellate Rules and the Committee on Federal-State Jurisdiction. 


HABEAS CORPUS 


The Conference, by a split vote, declined to approve a recom- 
mendation that, except for certificate of probable cause provisions 
previously disapproved in March, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 29-30), it support 
H.R. 1333, 100th Congress, the proposed “Habeas Corpus Reform Act 
of 1987". 


CIVIL RICO 


In September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 75-76), the Judicial Confer- 
ence reaffirmed an earlier recommendation that Congress promptly take 
steps to narrow significantly the scope of 18 U.S.C. 1964(c), which 
provides for civil actions under the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 
Organizations Act (RICO). 


While H.R. 2983, 100th Congress, would not effect a significant 
narrowing of the scope of civil RICO, some positive impact on the federal 
civil RICO caseload could be expected from enactment of the legislation. 
Consequently, the Conference voted to support H.R. 2983, insofar as it 
would (a) enact a requirement that a defendant be convicted of 
“predicate acts” as a prerequisite to civil liability in certain cases under 
the Act; (b) eliminate treble damages and punitive damages in certain 
cases; and (c, provide for exclusive federal jurisdiction of civil damages 
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actions under the Act (an appropriate limitation, since many of the 
predicate acts involve violation of federal criminal statutes exclusively 
entorced by federal courts). 


PRODUCT LIABILITY 


The Conference returned to the Committee on Federal-State 
Jurisdiction for further consideration a recommendation on H.R. 1115, 
100th Congress, dealing with product liability issues. 


ASBESTOS INFORMATION ACT 


H.R. 2693, 100th Congress, would require a building owner who 
files a civil action relating to asbestos materials used in construction to 
attach to the complaint, to the extent not inconsistent with state law, 
regulations, or rule of court, detailed information concerning the nature 
and installation of the materials. Alhhough observing that the bill may be 
considered by the Advisory Committee on Civil Rules for a determination 
of its impact on federal pleading, the Committee on Federal-State 
Jurisdiction recommended that the Judicial Conference support an 
amendment to the legislation to remove an ambiguity by providing that 
its pleading provisions will apply to a state court unless that state has by 
Statute, regulation, rule, or order of court expressly provided otherwise. 
The Conterence agreed to support the amendment. 


BERNE CONVENTION IMPLEMENTATION ACT 


S. 1301, H.R. 1623, and H.R. 2962, 100th Congress, are 
designed to effect adherence by the United States to the Berne Conven- 
tion for the Protection of Literary and Artistic Works. The bills would 
amend the copyright laws in title 17 of the United States Code by 
omitting the requirement that notice of copyright be fixed to published 
works <1, in the case of S. 1391, also omitting the requirement that a 
copyrighted work be registered before an action for infringement may be 
brought. 


While taking no position on these bills, the Conference did agree 
to advise the Congress that, to the extent the bills delete the requirement 
of registration of a copyright as a prerequisite to litigation, there is likely 
to be increased difficulty in trying copyright cases. 
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STATE JUSTICE INSTITUTE 


The Judicial Conference endorsed the reauthorization and 
funding of the State Justice Institute. See also March 1987 Session, 
Cont. Rpt., p. 19. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during 
the period August 15, 1987, through February 1, 1988, the Committee 
had recommended 64 intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 52 
judges. Of this number, one was a retired associate justice of the United 
States Supreme Court, 17 were senior circuit judges, 11 were active 
circuit judges, 17 were senior district judges, four were active district 
judges, one was a senior judge of the Court of International Trade, and 
one was an active judye of the Court of International Trade. 


Of the 54 assignments approved, 35 judges undertook 44 
assignments to the courts of appeals, and 18 judges undertook 20 
assignments to the district courts. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


The Committee on the Judicial Branch reported on its activities 
in anticipation later this year of the impaneling of the Commission on 
Executive, Legislative and Judicial Salaries, the Commission's report to 
the President and, in early 1989, President Reagan's transmittal to 
Congress of his pay recommendations. The work of the Judicial Confer- 
ence in support of judicial salary increases during this cycle is particu- 
larly important because, under existing law, this opportunity will mark the 
last occasion for meaningful salary reform (other than on an annual 
cost-of-living basis) until 1993. The Committee intends to submit to the 
1988 Salary Commission documentation of the judiciary’s compensation 
needs, focusing upon the significant erosion in purchasing power of 
judicial salaries since the “base line” year of 1969, when the mechanism 
of the Federal Salary Act of 1967, 2 U.S.C. 351 et seq., first became 
operational. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 


The Committee on Judicial Ethics reported that it has completed 
review of annual financial reports submitted for calendar year 1986 and 
continues to process responses to inquiry letters, initial, and termination 
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reports. The Committee approved the automation of the processing of 
financial disclosure reports. The resultant system will enable more 
timely, accurate, and responsive assessments of filings and closing of 
cases. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL IMPROVEMENTS 
AUTOMATION 


The Committee on Judicial Improvements reported on the status 
of automation activities in the courts. 


The appellate information management system (NewAIMS) is 
operational in three circuits, and implementation in five additional circuits 
is under way. The bankruptcy court automation project (BANCAP) and 
the full civil docketing system (CIVIL) have been developed by the 
Federal Judicial Center, pilot tested, and transferred to the Administra- 
tive Office for implementation. The first version of the criminal full 
docketing system (CRIMINAL), which is being developed by the Ad- 
ministrative Office, was released to the pilot courts in January, 1988. 


In order to cope with the training demands of implementing 
these full docketing systems as soon as possible, a BANCAP training 
and support center was approved in the Western District of Texas last 
year. The Committee reported that, in light of the transfer of CIVIL from 
the Judicial Center to the Administrative Office for implementation, and 
the anticipated completion of CRIMINAL by the end of the fiscal year, the 
Committee had approved the establishment of a similar CIVIL/CRIMINAL 
training center in the District of Arizona. 


The judiciary hopes to make a major office automation procure- 
ment award late this fiscal year or early in the fiscal year 1989. Conse- 
quently, the judiciary is seeking $45,000,000 for office automation in the 
fiscal year 1989. The Committee will establish priorities for the installa- 
tion of office automation equipment at its next meeting in June, 1988. 


COMPUTER-ASSISTED LEGAL RESEARCH 


Among the most frequent of requests received by the Ad- 
ministrative Office is one for access to computer-assisted legal research 
(CALR) in judges’ chambers. While it has long been contemplated that 
CALR would become available in chambers under the office automation 
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program (see above, “Automation”), the Conference was advised that a 
good number of chambers are presently equipped with hardware, either 
government-provided or privately owned, which without upgrading is 
capable of accessing CALR through purchase of modems and installa- 
tion of telephone lines. Under favorable contract terms with the Mead 
Data Central Corporation, LEXIS can therefore be immediately installed 
in appropriately equipped chambers at relatively minor expense without 
waiting for the office automation plan to commence. (Since the 
judiciary’s contract with the West Publishing Company does not include 
these favorable terms, WESTLAW cannot be made available in cham- 
bers at this time.) 


On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Confer- 
ence approved guidelines for the expansion of CALR into chambers. 
Under the guidelines, the chambers of judicial officers (circuit and district 
judges, including senior judges, bankruptcy judges, and full-time United 
States magistrates) would be eligible to receive LEXIS if the existing 
hardware can access it without upgrade, provided that the judicial officer 
can identify $1,000 of lawbook continuation/subscription material to be 
cancelled; an additional $500 of continuation/subscription material would 
need to be cancelled for each additional personal computer in chambers 
to be accessed. Certain exemptions are built into the guidelines to 
ensure that hard copies remain available at all locations. 


VIDEOTAPING COURT PROCEEDINGS 


The Judicial Conference authorized the videotaping of the trial in 
In re Washington Public Power Supply System Securities Litigation, MDL 
551 (all cases), provided that the videotape does not constitute the 
official court record and there is no public access to the tapes. 


TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES 


In order to allow district judges to be reimbursed for attending 
the investiture ceremonies of bankruptcy judges and United States 
magistrates in their districts, and to reimburse bankruptcy judges and 
magistrates for attending investiture ceremonies for district judges, 
bankruptcy judges, and magistrates, the Judicial Conference amended 
subparagraph B.1.e.(2) of the travel regulations for justices and judges 
to read as follows: 
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(2) District Judge, Bankruptcy Judge, or Magistrate. 
Only a Circuit justice, the chief judge of the Court of 
Ap; zals (and such circuit judges as designated by 
‘Se chief judge), district judges of the same district 
court, and bankruptcy judges or magistrates of the 
same district court (with the approval of the chief 
district judge) may receive reimbursement of travel 
expenses to attend the investiture of a newly- 
appointed district judge, bankruptcy judge, or 
magistrate. 


The Conterence also approved the following new paragraph 
D.1.c. to the travel regulations in order to permit judicial officers to use 
purchase orders to procure lodging, or lodging and meals: 


c. Payment of Lodging, or Lodging and Meals, by 
Purchase Order. Ju iges who are required to attend 
Judicial Conference Committee meetings or the 
Circuit Judicial Conferences and must obtain more 
costly lodging than would otherwise have been 
obtained may have their lodging procured directly by 
the use of a purchase order. Such lodging procured 
in this manner shall be done by purchase order 
issued by the Clerk of Court. When such direct 
billing procedures are used, a per diem allowance of 
$33 may be claimed, or the traveler may itemize 
meals and other allowable subsistence expenses up 
to a daily maximum of $50. This method of procure- 
mem may also be used to procure meals when 
billings for attendees at the meeting or conference 
are based on the American Plan. In this instance, 
only a minimal daily subsistence allowance should 
be authorized, generally not in excess of $5. 


Nothing ir this subparagraph shall authorize 
purchase orders and/or reimbursemem exceeding 
the maximum level of reimbursement authorized by 
subparagraphs 1.a. and 1.b. of this paragraph, 


except that for the purposes of this subparagraph, 
United States bankruptcy judges and magistrates 


may elect the alternative expense allowance level 
established in subparagraph 1.4.3. 


Use of a purchase order under the new regulation (1) would entitle 
subordinate judicial officers to receive lodging and meals having an 
actual expense of subsistence not to exceed 150 percent of the estab- 
lished per diem rate for the location or up to $150 per day, whichever is 
higher (an option Article |!I judges currently enjoy); and (2) would, in 
some locations, allow travelers to avcid the payment of costly local 
lodging taxes. 
UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


The United States Claims Court ~'*. created in 1982 as an 
Article | court in the judicial branch. Last , the Chief Judge of the 
Claims Court proposed that the Court be removed from the Article Ill 
system and placed “under its own administration, like other Article | 
courts”. At its September 1987 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 68), the Judicial 
Conference determined not to object to the creation of an Article | Claims 
Court outside of the judicial branch. 


S. 1608, 100th Congress, the “United States Claims Court 
Improvement Act of 1987", would amend title 28 “as it pertains to the 
Structure of the United States Claims Court.” Although the Conference 
was not unsympathetic to the Claims Court's desire to be independent of 
the Judicial Conference and the Administrative Office for administrative 
purposes, the Conference was of the view that further fact-finding was 
necessary to determine whether S. 1608 could achieve this goal without 
adversely affecting the availability of resources for the remainder of the 
judiciary. The Conference accordingly voted to refer the bill to the 
Executive Committee, for a determination of the appropriate commit- 
tee(s) with jurisdiction to conduct this further fact-finding. 


INCREASES IN FEE SCHEDULES 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1930(b), the Judicial Conference 
amended the Schedule of Additional Fees for the United States 
Bankruptcy Courts to establish a $500 fee for filing a petition ancillary to 
a foreign proceeding under 11 U.S.C. 304. The Conference also 
approved an amendment to the preamble to the bankruptcy fee schedule 
to expand the exemption from payment for services rendered “on behalf 
of the United States” to include services rendered “to bankruptcy 
administrators appointed under Public Law 99-554, section 302(d)(3)(I).” 


AMENDMENTS TO THE JURY SELECTION 
AND SERVICE ACT 


In September, 1985 (Cont. Rpt., pp. 83-84), and in September, 
1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. .. ‘the Judicial Conference recommended that 
Congress approve several technical amendments to the Jury Selection 
and Service Act, 28 U.S.C. 1861 et seq. At this session, the Conference 
agreed to support an additional amendment to the Act to eliminate the 
automatic excuses from service now granted to members of fira and 
police departments and to public officials. 


JUROR QUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 


In response to the suggestion of a chief district judge that the 
current version of the juror qualification questionnaire does not enable 
information regarding Hispanic ethnicity to be gathered satisfactorily, the 
Judicial Conference revised the questionnaire to inquire as follows: 


To assist in ensuring that all people are represented 
on juries, please indicate which of the following applies 
to you. Nothing disclosed will affect your selection for 
jury service. 


__ Black 

__ White 

__ American Indian 
__ Asian 

__ Other (specify) 


Are you Hispanic? _ Yes _ No 
MACHINE READABLE QUALIFICATION QUESTIONNAIRE 


In March, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 39), the Judicial Conference 
authorized the District of New Mexico to use a machine readable form of 
the juror qualification questionnaire previously approved by the Confer- 
ence under 28 U.S.C. 1869(h). 'n September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 96), 
the Conference authorized the expanded use of the questionnaire in the 
Middle District of Florida, the Western District of Texas, and such other 
districts as the Committee on Judicial Improvements designates. The 
Committee advised the Conference that it had approved the participation 
in the optical scanner experiment of the Central District of California, the 
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Eastern and Southern Districts of New York, and the Northern District of 
West Virginia. 


The Judicial Conterence agreed to grant discretion to the courts 
Participating in the experimental test of optical scanning equipment to 
use the equipment officially to process juror qualification questionnaires. 


PLACES OF HOLDING COURT 


Under 28 U.S.C. 462 the Director of the Administrative Office, 
with the approval of the appropriate circuit judicial council, may provide 
chambers for circuit judges only at statutorily designated places of 
holding district court or elsewhere in federal facilities. When a circuit 
judge resides and maintains his or her official station in a community with 
no federal facilities or with federal facilities filled to capacity, the judiciary 
must go to Congress to seek affirmative legislation to have that commu- 
nity designated as a place of holding district court in order that private 
leased space may be acquired for circuit judge chambers. 


Since the existing statutory scheme has the potential of defeat- 
ing both congressional and Judicial Conference policy against the 
proliferation of places of holding court, the Judicial Conference voted to 
recommend that 28 U.S.C. 462(c) be amended to permit the Director of 
the Administrative Office to furnish chambers for circuit judges at any 
location, with the approval of the judicial council of the circuit. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 
JUDGESHIP VACANCIES 


Judgeship vacancies place significant burdens on the courts by 
increasing the workloads of those judges available for duty and diminish- 
ing the courts’ ability to discharge their responsibilities. Accordingly, the 
Judicial Conterence: 


1. Noted the adverse effect on the courts and litigants 
attributable to vacancies in Article lll judgeship posi- 
tions and considers all such vacancies “judicial 
emergencies”. 


2. Urged all judges nearing retirement to notify the 
President and the Administrative Office as far in 
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advance as possible of a change in status -- if pos- 
sible, six to twelve months before the contemplated 
date of change in status. 


3. Agreed that greater effort should be made to publicize 
the deleterious effect such vacancies have on the 
administration of justice. 


QUALITY STEP INCREASES 


The Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP) authorizes an increase in a step 
within a pay grade as a means of recognizing exceptional service by an 
employee. The JSP permits an employee to receive such a “quality step 
increase", or QSI, no more than once every three years. 


Noting that the executive branch, which has a similar provision in 
its personnel regulations, allows an employee to be awarded a QSI not 
more than once a year, the Conference amended the JSP to provide that 
"No more than one quality step increase may be granted to an employee 
within a period of 52 consecutive calendar weeks.” The Conference 
premised its approval on full compliance with existing JSP requirements 
that limit such increases to exceptional performance of all major duties in 
a Sustained manner that substantially exceeds the normal requirements 
for the position, and gives promise of continuing. 


The Conference recognized that there may be a natural ten- 
dency routinely to grant quality step increases, particularly in small staff 
Situations where the judge or supervisor is in constant contact with staff. 
That practice is to be avoided, for if annual QSis are awarded automati- 
Cally, their function as rewards for exceptional performance will be lost, 
and the judge or supervisor will be deprived of this valuable manage- 
ment tool for encouraging exceptional performance. 


RETENTION OF STAFF UPON THE DEATH 
OR INCAPACITY OF A JUDGE 


Current policy authorizes the automatic retention of chambers 
staff of a deceased or incapacitated judge for 30 days, with an extension 
for an additional 60 days upon request by the court. Since the need for 
continued staff in these circumstances depends on a number of factors 
characteristic of the court, e.g., geographical distribution of court 
facilities, procedures used in case allocations when a judgeship is 
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vacant, etc., the Conference voted to allow for the extension of staff, in 
90- to 120-day increments beyond the current 90-day maximum, upon 
certification by the affected court to the Director of the Administrative 
Office that such additional staff resources are necessary. 


ADDITIONAL COURT REPORTERS 


The Judicial Conference approved an additional court reporter 
position in the Eastem District of Virginia. 


CLASSIFICATION OF SUPPORTING PERSONNEL 


On the recommendation of ine Committee, the Judicial Conter- 
ence approved the reclassification of deputy circuit librarians from 
JSP-12 to JSP-13, and the reclassification of secretaries to United 
States magistrates from JSP-10 to JSP-11. The Conference declined to 
increase the salaries of principal secretaries to metropolitan district court 


chief judges. 


With regard to the procedures for classifying principal 
secretaries to circuit chief judges at the JSP-12 level (see September 


1987 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 65), the Conference agreed that: 


1. Upon relinquishment of the office of a circuit chief 
judge, the principal secretary to that former circuit chief 
judge who has been increased in grade to a JSP-12 
due to the assignmem of exceptional circuit-wide 
duties, shall be reduced to the grade level of a circuit 
judge's secretary, at that step of the grade that would 
otherwise have been achieved absent the promotion to 
JSP-12. 


2. The criterion to be used to assure adequate experi- 
ence when a circuit chief judge's secretary is to be 
promoted to the grade of JSP-12 is three years as 
secretary to a Circuit judge. 


COURT INTERPRETERS ACT 


At its September 1982 session (Conf. Rpt., p. 73), the Judicial 
Conference recommended amendments to the Court interpreters Act, 28 
U.S.C. 1827. S. 1867, 100th Congress, includes an additional series of 
amendments to the Act, upon which the Conference took the following 
positions: 
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1. Opposed a requirement that eight unspecified lan- 
guages be certified for interpreter services in the 
courts. Discretion on the part of the judiciary, both as 
to which languages should be so certified, and how 
many, is desirable. 


2. Opposed a proposal to require, in every instance, 
electronic sound recording of intempretations in cour 
proceedings. The decision to record interpretations 
should be left to the discretion of the presiding judicial 
officer. 


3. Supported a proposal that prepayment for interpreting 
services may be made at the court's discretion, with 


the court assigning costs to, and collecting costs from, 
the parties. 


4. Supported a proposal to provide a schedule of uniform 
fees for interpreting services. 


BOARD OF CERTIFICATION 


The Judicial Conference agreed to propose legislation to 
eliminate the Board of Certification, 28 U.S.C. 332, and the certification 
function. The standards for the position of circuit executive contained in 
section 332(f), i.e., experience in administrative and executive positions, 
familiarity with court procedures, and special training, would be retained. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


COST-OF-LIVING ADJUSTMENTS FOR 
PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 


Heretofore, the cost-of-living adjustments which have been 
administratively applied automatically to full-time magistrates have not 
applied automatically to part-time magistrates; rather, a specific resolu- 
tion of the Conference has been necessary to approve application of 
cost-of-living increases to the salaries of part-time magistrates. Almost 
invariably, those same adjustments, in percentage terms, have been 
forthcoming, through separate Conference action. Finding no reason for 
excluding part-time magistrates from the cost-of-living adjustment 
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granted automatically to full-time magistrates (and other government 
employees), the Conference agreed that part-time magistrates, including 
those in combination positions who perform part-time magistrate duties 
for additional compensation, shall hencetorth be granted the same 
cost-of-living adjustments (in percentage terms) as are extended to 
full-time magistrates, effective at the same time as the adjustments for 
full-time magistrates. The adjustments in the salaries of part-time 
magistrates will be implemented by the Direcior of the Administrative 
Office unless otherwise directed by the Judicial Conference. 


MAGISTRATES’ SEAL OF OFFICE 


Under 28 U.S.C. 638(c), the Director of the Administrative Office 
“shall furnish to each United States magistrate .. . an official impression 
seal in a form prescribed by the [Judicial] conference.” The Conference 
approved the Committee's recommendation that the seal of the district 
court be prescribed as the seal for magistrates’ use. 


CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district 
courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved 
the following changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and 
part-time magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
changes are to be effective when appropriated funds are available. 


FIRST CIRCUIT 
Massachusetts: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Cape Cod National 
Seashore for an additional four-year term but decreased the salary 
of the position from $5,335 to $4,269 per annum. 
Maine: 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at Bangor to a full-time 
position. 


THIRD CIRCUIT 
New Jersey: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Atlantic City for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of $2,134 
per annum. 
Pennsylvania, Eastem: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Allentown 
from $4,269 to $7,588 per annum. 


FOURTH CIRCUIT 
West Virginia, Southern: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Beckley/ Bluefield for 
an additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$36,250 per annum. 
SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Tennessee, Western: 


Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Jackson at a salary of 
$21,225 per annum. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 
lowa, Southern: 


Continued the part-time magistrate positions at Des Moines and 
Burlington for additional four-year terms at the currently authorized 
salaries of $36,250 and $4,269 per annum, respectively. 


South Dakota: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Rapid City for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$36,250 per annum. 


Arizona: 


NINTH CIRCUIT 


Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Anchorage at a 
salary of $36,250 per annum; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Juneau for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary of the 
position from $3,201 to $9,722 per annum; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Ketchikan for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$2,134 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistiate position at Kodiak for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary of the 
position from $2,134 to $3,201 per annum. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Grand 
Canyon National Park from $24,070 to $27,390 per annum. 


California, Central: 


1. 


Idaho: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Santa Barbara 
for an additional four-year term but decreased the sai.ry from 
$9,722 to $7,588 per annum; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Oxnard (or 
Ventura) for an additional four-year term at the currently 
authorized salary of $9,722 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Barstow (or 
Victorville) for an additional four-year term and increased the 
Salary from $4,269 to $7,588 per annum. 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Coeur 
d'Alene from $9,722 to $16,127 per annum. 
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Oregon: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Pendleton trom $3,201 to $4,269 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 
New Mexico: 


1. Authorized a third full-time magistrate position to serve the 
district at Albuquerque; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Clovis (or 
Portales or Roswell) for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized salary of $5,335 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Sante Fe for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from $2,134 
to $4,269 per annum. 


Oklahoma, Eastern: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Muskogee for an 
additional four-year term at the currently authorized salary of 
$36,250 per annum, but discontinued the position upon the appoint- 
ment of the new full-time magistrate at Muskogee or on October 1, 
1988, whichever comes first. 


Oklahoma, Western: 


Authorized a part-time magistrate position at Altus at a salary of 
$2,134 per annum. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 


The Committee on Pacific Territories reported on its activities to 
secure enactment of legislation previously supported by the Judicial 
Conference to authorize certiorari to the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Ninth Circuit from certain cases decided by the High Court of 
American Samoa (September 1987 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 96-97) and 
‘o permit federal judges to sit in the courts of countries with which the 


United States has a Compact of Free Association (March 1987 Session, 
Cont. Rpt., p. 39). The Committee also reported that the United States 
will host the Judicial Conterence of the South Pacific in Hawaii in the 


Spring of 1989. 
COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 


RULES AMENDMENTS 


The Committee on Rules of Practice and Procedure reported 
that on August 1, 1987, in the absence of congressional action, amend- 
ments to the Civil, Criminal, and Bankruptcy Rules approved by the 
Conterence at its September 1986 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 67-68) took 
effect. Amendments to the Federal Rules of Evidence, also approved by 
the Conference in September, 1986, took effect on October 1, 1987, 


failing congressional action. 


The Office of the Law Revision Counsel, U.S. House of Repre- 
sentatives, identified a number of technical errors in some of these 
amendments. After reviewing these errors, the Committee submitted to 
the Conference appropriate amendments to correct them, accompanied 
by Advisory Committee Notes explaining that they are purely technical in 
nature. The Conference approved the amendments, and transmitted 
them to the Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation 
that they be approved by the Court and transmitted to the Congress 
pursuant to law. 


COMMITTEE ON SPACE AND FACILITIES 


LONG-RANGE PLANNING 


Recognizing the need to establish long-range planning for the 
courts’ space and facilities requirements, the Judicial Conference voted 
to direct the courts to develop such long-range plans for facilities and 
space requirements. The Conference also directed the Committee on 
Space and Facilities to review and approve instructions to be submitted 
by the Administrative Office for the courts’ use in developing the plans. 


COURTHOUSE MANAGEMENT 


On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conter- 
ence approved a pilot program in which a court assumes the respon- 
sibility of managing its courthouse under a delegation of authority from 
the General Services Administration, under the following conditions: 


1. An assessment of each building's condition will be 
performed and used in maxing decisions on the terms 
of detegations of authority and funding arrangements 
that may be established. 


2. Each pilot court must have adequate staff and other- 
wise be prepared tv manage its building before the 
delegation of authority is effected. 


3. Each pilot court that assumes buildings management 
to develop a method for evaluation of the results of the 
pilot. 


4. All delegations of authority for the courts are to be 
signed by the Director of the Administrative Office in 
accordance with his statutory responsibilities, when he 
is Satisfied that it is proper to do so. 


The Northern District of Alabama, which is currently managing 
its new courthouse under a delegation of authority from GSA, will 
continue to do so as part of this pilot program. The Committee recom- 
mended, and the Conference approved, the Court of Appeals for the 
Eleventh Circuit and the District Courts in Southern Florida and Western 


Washington as potential participants in the pilot program. 


PROCEEDINGS UNDER JUDICIAL CONDUCT 
AND DISABILITY ACT 


The Judicial Conference, by unanimous vote, authorized the 
Secretary of the Conterence to execute and issue to the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives a certificate providing as follows: 


CERTIFICATE 


TO THE SPEAKER, UNITED STATES HOUSE OF 
REPRESENTATIVES: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States, acting 
pursuant to section 331 of title 28, United States Code, does 
hereby certify as follows: 


1. On February 11, 1988, the Judicial Council of the Fifth 
Circuit Certified to the Judicial Conference, as provided by 28 
U.S.C. 372(c)(7)(B), that United States District Judge Walter 
L. Nixon, Jr., of the Southern District of Mississippi has 
engaged in conduct which might constitute one or more 
grounds for impeachment under Article | of the United States 
Constitution. 


2. The Judicial Conference has exercised its authority 
under 28 U.S.C. 372(c)(8) to consider the certificate of the 
Judicial Council of the Fifth Circuit. In so doing, the Judicial 
Conference had before it certified official records of judicial 
proceedings manifesting as follows: 


On March 31, 1986, Judge Nixon was 
convicted of two counts of violating section 
1623 of title 18, United States Code. 


On January 19, 1988, Judge Nixon’s 
conviction became final upon denial of a 
petition for writ of certiorari by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. 


3. Pursuant to Rule 1 of the Rules for Processing of 
Certificates from Judicial Councils that a Judicial Officer 
Might Have Engaged in Impeachable Conduct, the Judicial 
Conterence considers no additional investigation by the 
Conference itself to be appropriate. it is apparent that the 
Certification by the Judicial Council is premised entirely upon 
a judgment of conviction in a criminal case and that the 
judgment has become final. As provided in 28 U.S.C. 
372(c)(8), the Judicial Conference concurs in the determina- 
tion of the Judicial Council that Judge Nixon has engaged in 
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conduct which might constitute one or more grounds for 
impeachment under Article | of the Constitution. 


4. Consideration of the impeachment of Judge Nixon may 
be warranted. 


There are attached the certificate of the Judicial Council of 
the Fifth Circuit to the Judicial Conference, a letter, dated 
February 26, 1988, to the Judicial Conference of the United 
States from the Acting Chief Judge of the Fifth Circuit, and 
certified copies of the judgment and commitment order of 
the United States District Court for the Southern District of 
Mississippi entered on March 31, 1986; the judgment of the 
United States Court of Appeals of the Fifth Circuit on 
April 30, 1987, affirming the judgment of the District Court, 
supported by opinions issued on April 30, 1987, a*firming the 
judgment and on September 8, 1987, denying Judge Nixon’s 
petition for rehearing and suggestion for rehearing en banc; 
and an order of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
dated January 19, 1988, denying the petition for writ of 
certiorari filed by Judge Nixon. 


Executed this 15th day of March, 1988. 


L. Ralph Mecham* 
Secretary 


*The Chief Justice ara Ji 2 Charles Clark were not present 
and did not participate in the deliberations of the Judicial 
Conference with respect to the subject matter of this certificate. 
Judge L. T. Senter, Jr., though present, did not participate. 
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MEMORIAL RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the death of Judqe Carli McGowan, the Judicial Confer- 
ence adopted the following res_iution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States 
notes with sadness the death of Carl McGowan on 
December 23, 1987, in Washington, D.C. 


Appointed in 1963 by President John F. 
Kennedy, Carl McGowan served with distinction as a 
member of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit for almost 25 years, 
completing his last sitting with the Court only a few 
months before his death. He acted as Chief Judge of 
the Court of Appeais for several months in 1981, just 
prior to taking senior status. In his two-and-one-half 
decades on the Court, Judge McGowan authored 
nearly 500 opinions, all of them illumined by clear 
reason, lucid expression, sure wisdom, and often a 
surprising wit. His patrician intelligence was a perfect 
match for his democratic soul. Judge McGowan’s 
service on the Court spanned a time of turbulence and 
change for the country and for the Court. The issues 
he dealt with included the Watergate prosecutions, the 
Nixon tapes, the Pentagon Papers, the redefining of 
the rights of criminal defendants, the restructuring of 
administrative law, and key challenges to separation of 
powers principles. At all times he was a revered 
colleague steadfastly moving the Court toward com- 
mon ground. 


Born in Hymera, Indiana, Cari McGowan was a 
Dartmouth and Columbia Law School graduate, a 
World War Il naval officer, a distinguished private 
practitioner, a Professor of Law at Northwestern 
University Law School, and Counsel to Governor Adiai 
Stevenson of lilinois. A master of politics and govern- 
ment, he was the quintessential legal realist; a 
precisionist in thought and word, his scholarly prag- 
matism permeated the Court's jurisprudence through- 
out his tenure. 
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Outside the Court, Judge McGowan main- 
tained a lively presence in the wider world of his 
profession. He was a member of the goveming 
Councils of the American Law Institute and the Ad- 
ministrative Conference of the United States. He also 
served as the United States Judicial Conference liaison 
to the Administrative Conference and on several of the 
Judicial Conference's key committees. in his latter 
years, he worked hard to bring order into the chaos of 
law clerk recruitment practices. He was also Chairman 
of the American Bar Association's Committee on 
Standards of Judicial Administration, and a Director of 
the Salzburg Seminar. A model of intellectual bril- 
liance, invincible spirit, startling wit, impregnable 
integrity and a beloved colleague and mentor, he will 
be sorely missed in our ranks. 


The members of the Judicial Conference 
convey their deepest sympathies to Judge McGowan's 
family and request that this Resolution be sent to his 
widow, Jody McGowan, as a sign of our affection and 


respect. 


Noting the death of Judge Edward Weinfeld, the Conference 
adopted the following resolution: 


The United States Judicial Conference notes with 
deep sadness the death of Judge Edward Weinfeld on 
January 17, 1988 in New York City. Judge Weinfeld 
had served on the bench of the Southern District of 
New York since August 14, 1950 and was, at the time 
of his death, the senior active district judge in the 
United States. 


During his long tenure he had earned the 
reputation in his home community and throughout the 
nation as a trial judge without peer. The scholarship 
and depth of thought of his opinions were such that 
they were generally regarded as authoritative and 
ranked in persuasiveness with the decisions of appel- 
late courts. His habit of starting the work day at dawn 
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became legendary. The combination of his high 
professional competence, industry and courtesy 
caused him to be widely admired by lawyers and 


judges. 


Judge Weinteld was born in New York City on 
May 14, 1901. He was educated in the New York City 
public school system and attended New York Univer- 
sity Law School directly out of high school, receiving 
his LL.B. at the age of 20 in 1921, and an LL.M. in 
1922. He practiced as a single practitioner from 1924 
to 1950. His pre-judicial career included wide public 
service. He was Chief Counsel of the New York State 
Legislative Committee to investigate bondholders 
committees, a delegate to the New York State Con- 
Stitutional Convention of 1938, and served under 
Govemor Herbert H. Lehman as New York State's first 
Housing Commissioner. Thereafter he acted as 
Director of War Housing for the New York State War 
Council, and was President of the National Housing 
Conterence and of the National Association of Housing 
Officials. He was extremely active in the affairs of his 
university, serving as President of the New York 
University Board of Trustees of the Law Center 
Foundation and as a life member of the Board of 
Trustees of New York University, from which he 
received an honorary LL.D. in 1970. 


Judge Weinfeld served as a member of the 
Judicial Panel on Multi-District Litigation for the 10-year 
period 1968-1978 and was appointed by the Chief 
Justice to serve as a member of the Commission on 
the Bankruptcy Laws of the United States from 1971 to 
1973. He was Chairman of the Judicial Conference 
Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy 
System from 1967 to 1979 and had been a member of 
the Committee since 1956. 


Within the weeks before his death, Judge 
Weinteld became the first recipient of the Henry J. 
Friendly Medal awarded by the American Law Institute 
and was selected by the Mayor of New York City to 
receive the LaGuardia Medal, New York City’s highest 
award. 
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The members of the Judicial Conference 
convey their sympathy to his widow Lillian, his daugh- 
ters Ann and Fem and his grandchildren, and ask that 
this Resolution be sent to them as a mark of the 
Conterence's profound respect and high esteem. 


ELECTIONS 


The Conterence reaffirmed the Executive Committee's elections 
to membership on the Board of the Federal Judicial Center of Judge 
David D. Dowd of the Northern District of Ohio (vice District Judge David 
Mazzone) and Judge J. Clifford Wallace of the Ninth Circuit (vice Justice 
Anthony Kennedy). The Conterence also elected Judge Collins J. Seitz 
of the Third Circuit to membership on the Board of Certification for Court 
Executives, vice Judge Jack Miller. 


FUNDING 
All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expendi- 
ture of funds were approved by the Conference subject to the availability 
of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the Conference might 
establish for the use of available resources. 
RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 
The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters 


considered at this session where necessary for legislative or administra- 
tive action. 


iif f/f, 
: Merb WM 5 oe 


Chief Justice of the United States 
Presiding 7 


March 24, 1988 
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47 —- BILAN Page 


REPORT OF THE PROCEEDINGS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE OF THE UNITED STATES 


September 14, 1988 


ed 
September 14, 1988, pursuant to the cail of the Chief Justice of the 
United States issued under 28 U.S.C. 331. The Chief Justice presided 
and the following members of the Conference were present: 


Ss 


First Circuit: 


Chief Judge Levin H. Campbell 
Chief Judge Frank H. Freedman, District of 
Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 
Chief Judge Wilfred Feinberg 
Chief Judge John T. Curtin, Western District of 
New York 
Third Circuit: 
Chief Judge John J. Gibbons 
Chief Judge William J. Nealon, Jr., Middle District of 
Pennsylvania 
Fourth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Harrison L. Winter 
Judge Frank A. Kaufman, District of Maryland 


Fifth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Charles Clark 


Chief Judge L. T. Senter, Jr., Northern District of 
Mississippi 
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Sixth Circuit: 


Chief Judge Albert J. Engel 
Chief Judge Philip Pratt, Eastern District of Michigan 


Seventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Bauer 
Judge Sarah Evans Barker, Southern District of Indiana 


Eighth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Donald P. Lay 
Chief Judge John F. Nangle, Eastern District of 
Missouri 
Ninth Circuit: 
Chief Judge Alfred T. Goodwin 
Chief Judge Robert F. Peckham, Northern District of 
California 
Tenth Circuit: 


Chief Judge William J. Holloway 
Chief Judge Earl E. O’Connor, District of Kansas 


Eleventh Circuit: 


Chief Judge Paul H. Roney 
Chief Judge Sam C. Pointer, Jr., Northern District of 


Alabama 
District of Columbia Circuit: 


Chief Judge Patricia M. Wald 
Chief Judge Aubrey E. Robinson, Jr , District of 
Columbia 


Federal Circuit: 

Chiet Judge Howard T. Markey 
Court of International Trade 

Chief Judge Edward D. Re 


Circuit Judges Richard S. Amold, Stephanie K. Seymour, and 
Harlington Wood, Jr.; District Judges Richard M. Bilby, Juan M. Perez- 
Gimenez, William W. Schwarzer, and Morey L. Sear; Senior District 
Judge Walter T. McGovern; and Claims Court Judge Loren A. Smith 
attended all or some of the sessions of the Conference. Circuit Execu- 
tives Steven Flanders (Second Circuit), John Hehman (Third Circuit), 
Samuel W. Phillips (Fourth Circuit), Lydia Comberrel (Fifth Circuit), 
James A. Higgins (Sixth Circuit), Collins T. Fitzpatrick (Seventh Circuit), 
June L. Boadwine (Eighth Circuit), Francis L. Bremson (Ninth Circuit), 
Eugene Murret (Tenth Circuit), Norman E. Zoller (Eleventh Circuit), and 
Linda Finkelstein (District of Columbia Circuit), and Circuit Executive- 


designate Vincent Flanagan (First Circuit) were also present. 


The Attorney General of the United States, Dick Thornburgh, 
and Solicitor General Charles Fried addressed the Conference on 
matters of mutual interest to the Department of Justice and the 
Conference. 


L. Ralph Mecham, Director of the Administrative Office of the 
United States Courts, attended the sessions of the Conference, as did 
James E. Macklin, Jr., Deputy Director; William R. Burchill, Jr., General 
Counsel; Robert E. Feidler, Legislative and Public Affairs Officer; Karen 
K. Siegel, Chief, Office of the Judicial Conference Secretariat; and David 
A. Sellers, Public Information Officer. Judge John C. Godbold and 
Charles W. Nihan, Director and Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial 
Center, also attended the sessions of the Conference, as did Noel 
Augustyn (Administrative Assistant to the Chief Justice) and Richard 
Schickele (Staff Counsel to the United States Supreme Court). 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 
OF THE UNITED STATES COURTS 


The Director of the Administrative Office of the United States 
Courts, L. Ralph Mecham, submitted to the Conference the Annual 
Report of the Director for the year ended June 30, 1988. The Confer- 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS OF THE COURTS 


Mr. Mecham reported that during the year ended June 30, 1988, 
the number of cases appealed to the 12 regional courts of appeals rose 
almost seven percent to 37,524, due to increases in all sources of 
appeals except civil cases involving the U.S. government. Dispositions, 
while increasing by four percent, still did not reach the level of filings, so 
pending cases increased by six percent to 27,644 on June 30, 1988. 
Filings in the United States Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit fell 
four percent to 1,296, due primarily to a decrease in Merit Systems 
Protection Board appeals. Dispositions declined 15 percent, but still 


In the United States district courts, the number of civil filings 
increased after two years of declines in filings. The year’s increase, 
which was less than one percent, reflected a level of 239,634 new civil 


of almost equaled filings this year, resulting in an increase in the pending 
caseload of less than one-half of one percent. On June 30, 1988, there 
were 244 242 civil cases pending in the district courts. 


Criminal case filings continued the increase begun in 1981 with 
a three percent increase. Case filings rose to 44,585, which is an 
average of 78 new criminal cases for each district court judgeship. 
Criminal case terminations, which had been on the rise for the last seven 
years, decreased less than one percent this year. As a result, the 
pending caseload increased almost 10 percent to 27,733 on June 30, 
1988. 


Bankruptcy petitions filed increased almost six percent to 
594,567. This is substantially less than last year’s 17 percent increase 
and the record increase of 31 percent in 1986. Nonbusiness filings rose 
10 percent this year while business filings fell by nearly 17 percent. 
Terminations increased over 22 percent, but fell short of filings by almost 
7,000 petitions. On June 30, 1988, the pending bankruptcy caseload 
increased one percent over the previous year, to 815,497. 


Mr. Mecham also reported that as of September 14, 1988, there 
were 10 vacancies among the 168 judgeship positions authorized for the 
United States courts of appeals, and 27 vacancies among the 575 
authorized judgeship positions in the United States district courts. 


REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
FEDERAL JUDICIAL CENTER 


The Director of the Federal Judicial Center, Judge John C. 
Godbold, reported to the Conference on behalf of the Judicial Center on 


the following matters: 


o The Annual Report of the Center is in a new format, 
designed to be more readable and to serve as a 
better means of communicating information to the 
members of the Conference and to other readers. 


Training for guideline sentencing is on hold until the 
Supreme Court decides the guideline sentencing 
case pending before it (United States v. Mistretta, 682 
F. Supp. 1033 (W.D. Mo. 1988), cert. granted, 43 
Cr.L. 4065, No. 87-1904, June 13, 1988); after that 
decision, there will be a reassessment of what 
additional training, if any, is needed. 


The weighted caseload study of district courts is 
under way in 29 courts. A time and weighted 
caseload study of bankruptcy courts has been 
requested by Congress, and in turn requested of the 
Judicial Center by the Judicial Conference Committee 
on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System. The 
design of the study is completed and has been pilot 
tested by six judges. The first wave of testing is 
expected to begin in October. 
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chambers use, ways to assist judges in determining 
what services they want from their in-chambers 
computers, ways to list software available to accom- 


plish purposes desired by judges, and ways to assist 
judges in their acquisition of software. 


JUDICIAL PANEL ON 
MULTIDISTRICT LITIGATION 


A written statement file’ with the Conference by the Judicial 
Panel on Multidistrict Litigation indicated that during the period July 1, 
1987 through June 30, 1988, the Panel centralized 862 civil actions 
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1407. Of that number, 358 were transferred for 
coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 504 actions 
Originally filed in the transferee districts. The Panel denied transfer of 25 
actions. 


Since its creation in 1968, the Panel has centralized 16,788 civil 
actions in pretrial proceedings in carrying out its statutory mandate. 


EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE 


The Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference reported 
that, since the last session of the Conference in March, 1988, the 
Executive Committee had addressed the following matters on the 
Conference's behalf: 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1988 


On April 15, 1988, the Executive Committee approved a spend- 
ing pian for the appropriation “Salaries and Expenses” for the third 
quarter of the fiscal year 1988, and a revised listing of supplemental 
appropriations requests for certain judicial accounts. Language-only 
supplementals (no new appropriations) were also authorized for submis- 
sion to Congress (a) to provide for reimbursement of administrative 
expenses of the National Childhood Vaccine Injury Act of 1986 by the 
United States Claims Court from the special fund established to pay 
judgments awarded under the Act; (b) to provide the judiciary with 
authority to transfer funds between the “Salaries and Expenses” ap- 
propriation for the courts and the appropriation for the Administrative 
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Office for services performed on behalf of the courts by the Administra- 
tive Office; and (c) to provide for salary increases for the Deputy Director 
of the Federal Judicial Center and the circuit executives to Level IV of 
the Executive Schedule. The Executive Committee also agreed to 
implement during the fiscal year 1988 Conference-approved recommen- 
dations to establish four death penalty resource centers (subject to 
congressional approval of a reprogramming request) and, effective April 
15, 1988, to provide for the payment under the Criminal Justice Act of 
$75 per hour for in- and out-of court attorney time in death penalty 
habeas corpus cases. 


Subsequent events relating to non-CJA funding necessitated 
Executive Committee or Judicial Conference reconsideration of the 
funding levels for each of the four resource centers whose implementa- 
tion had been authorized by the Executive Committee in April, 1988. 
Two of the centers (Mississippi and North Carolina) chose to delay their 
Start-up dates until the fiscal year 1989 and to present revised funding 
requests for regular Judicial Conference consideration in September, 
1988. See “Death Penalty Resource Centers”, intra pp. 73-74. 


On July 19, 1988, the Executive Committee approved a spend- 
ing plan for the “Salaries and Expenses” appropriation for the fourth 
quarter of the fiscal year 1988, and approved the fourth quarter FY 1988 
expenditure from the "Defender Services” appropriation of approximately 
$130,000 to fund the remaining two death penalty resource centers 
whose implementation previously had been authorized (Georgia and 
Tennessee), and an additional death penalty resource center 
(Louisiana). The $130,000 authorization was contingent upon congres- 
sional approval, subsequently granted, of a request for reprogramming 
of the necessary funds. 


On August 24, 1988, the Executive Committee reallocated 
certain fourth quarter automation expenditures, and authorized the 
expenditu:e of an additional $1,700,000 in FY 1988 funds, previously 
intended to be carried over into the fiscal year 1989, for the purchase of 
Unisys computer hardware. 


APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEARS 1989 AND 1990 


In July, 1988, in accordance with its usual practice, the Commit- 
tee on the Budget compiled budget estimates for the fiscal year 1990 to 
include all judiciary requirements. However, taking into account con- 
gressional realities in a period of severe fiscal restraints, the Budget 
Committee voted to present for Judicial Conference approval an 
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“alternative” budget, below the total level of funding requested by 
elements within the judiciary, to increase chances of a successful 
presentation of the request to the Congress. 


At its August 24, 1988 meeting, the Executive Committee 
addressed the question of whether the Budget Committee had exceeded 
its jurisdictional mandate in proposing the alternative budget, and 
concluded that while the Budget Committee should advise the Confer- 
ence on the level of appropriations that should be sought, the recom- 
mendation on where actual cuts should occur should be made by the 
Executive Committee, pending further consideration of the matter by the 
full Judicial Conference. The Executive Committee requested that the 
chairman of the Budget Committee meet with the chairs of the commit- 
tees affected by a less than fully funded budget (the “line” chairs), to 
agree on an alternative submission for presentation to the Executive 
Committee and the Conference. Such a consensus was reached, and 
approved by the Executive Committee on September 13, 1988 and the 
Conference on September 14, 1988. See “Appropriations for the Fiscal 
Year 1990", infra p. 64. 


The Executive Committee requested that a similar process to 
that followed with respect to the FY 1990 budget submission (i.e., “line” 
chairs and the Budget Committee fashioning a consensus for presenta- 
tion to the Executive Committee) be followed for spending plan decisions 
on execution of the fiscal year 1989 budget. 


UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


In March, 1988 (Conf. Rpt., p. 29), the Judicial Conference voted 
to refer S. 1608, 100th Congress, the “United States Claims Court 
Improvement Act of 1987", to the Executive Committee, for further 
referral to the appropriate Conference committee(s) to determine 
whether the legislation would allow the Claims Court to be independent 
of the Judicial Conference and the Administrative Office for administra- 
tive purposes without adversely affecting the availability of resources to 
the judiciary. See also September 1987 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 68. The 
Executive Committee referred S. 1608 jointly to the Budget Committee 
for a review of budgetary considerations, and to the Committee on 
Federal-State Jurisdiction for a review of the appropriate place of the 
Claims Court in the federal system. See also “United States Claims 
Court”, infra pp. 67, 76. 


The Executive Committee declined a request from the Chief 
Judge of the Claims Court for full membership on the Judicial Conter- 
ence pending final Conierence resolution of this matter. 
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MISCELLANEOUS ACTIONS 


The Executive Committee agreed to the appointment of a 
subcommittee of the Executive Committee to study increases in fees as 
a means of increasing funds available for judiciary needs; referred to the 
Committee on the Judicial Branch an American Bar Association resolu- 
tion on evaluation of federal judges; approved a recommendation of the 
Committee on the Administration of the Bankruptcy System for the 
Creation of an additional bankruptcy judgeship in the District of Alaska, 
and authorized transmittal of implementing legislation to the Congress; 
advised the Chief Justice of its consensus that, as a policy matter, 
Circuits should have the option of electing either active or senior district 
judges to membership on the Judicial Conference; authorized the 
Administrative Office to seek amendments to leave-sharing legislation to 
provide for judicial branch administration of a leave-sharing program for 
judiciary employees; and recommended that the Chief Justice appoint an 
ad hoc committee to review recommendations from other Judicial 
Conference committees conceming the introduction of “cameras in the 
courtroom”. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


INVESTIGATIVE SERVICES BY THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


In the last few years, the Administrative Office has received an 
average of seven complaints per year from court employees, the 
General Accounting Office, and others, alleging waste, fraud, or abuse 
by judicial branch employees. The matters in question have been 
forwarded to the appropriate court of appeals or district court with an 
offer of agency assistance. The Director of the Administrative Office 
asked the Committee to consider whether this investigative assistance 
should continue. 


On the recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Confer- 
ence authorized the Director to continue to provide investigative as- 
sistance, with available resources, to a Circuit judicial council or court, 
upon request of the council or chief judge of the court in which the 
services are to be performed. The delivery of these investigative 
services will be under the direct supervision of the Director or Deputy 
Director, and does not affect any services required to be provided by 
Statute. 


INDEMNIFICATION OF JUDICIAL OFFICERS 
AND EMPLOYEES SUED IN THEIR 
OFFICIAL CAPACITIES 


After studying the problems of judicial liability and indemnitica- 
tion in the wake of Forrester v. White, 484U.S.___, 108 S.Ct. 538 (1988), 
and Westfall v. Erwin, 484 U.S. __, 108 S.Ct. 580 (1988), the Committee 
recommended and the Judicial Conference approved the following 
guidelines for indemnification of judicial officers and employees to be 
published in Volume |-C of the Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures: 


Section V 


Indemnification 


5.1 The Administrative Office may indemnify the 
defendant judiciary officer or employee for any verdict, 
judgment, or other monetary award which is rendered 
against such officer or employee, provided that the 
conduct giving rise to the verdict, judgment, or award was 
taken within the scope of employment and thai such 
indemnification is in the interest of the United States, as 
determined by the Director or his or her designee. 


5.2 The Administrative Office may settle or compromise 
a personal damages claim against a judiciary officer or 
employee by the payment of available funcs at any time, 
provided the alleged conduct giving rise to the personal 
damages claim was taken with... the scope of employ- 
ment and that such settlement or compromise is in the 
interest of the United States, as determined by the 
Director or his or her designee. 


5.3 Absent exceptional circumstances as determined by 
the Director or his or her designee, the Administrative 
Office will not entertain a request either to agree to 
indemnify or to settle a personal damages claim before 
entry of an adverse verdict, judgment, or award. 


5.4 To request indemnification to satisfy a verdict, 
judgment, or award entered against an officer or 
employee, the officer or employee shall submit a written 
request, with appropriate documentation including copies 
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of the verdict, judgment, award, or settlement proposal if 
On appeal, to the General Counsel, who shall thereupon 
submit the request with a recommended disposition to the 
Director for decision. 


5.5 Any payment under this section either to indemnify 
an officer or employee or to settle a personal damages 
claim shall be contingent upon the existence of adequate 
appropriated funds available tor the operations of the 
employing court or office. 


The Conference also voted to support H.R. 4358, 100th Con- 
gress, and its successor, H.R. 4612, bills to make the Federal Tort 
Claims Act the exclusive remedy for common law tort claims against 
federal officers and employees. 


COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
BANKRUPTCY SYSTEM 


INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS OF 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act of 
1984 (Public Law 98-353) authorizes the temporary transfer of an active 
bankruptcy judge to any other judicial district upon the approval of the 
judicial council(s) of the circuit(s) involved. 28 U.S.C. 155(a). To 
facilitate the assignment of bankruptcy judges across circuit lines and to 
provide accurate statistical information on the effectiveness of intercircuit 
assignments in the bankruptcy system, the Judicial Conference ap- 
proved the following guidelines for intercircuit assignments of bankruptcy 
judges: 


1. A bankruptcy judge has responsibility to provide 
assistance, first, to the district in which the judge is 
appointed, second, to the other judicial districts 
within the judge’s own circuit, and third, to judicial 
districts outside the judge's circuit. 


2. The assignment of bankruptcy judges from their 
official duty stations determined by the Judicial 
Conference shall be on the basis of the need of the 
borrowing court as certified by the chief judge of the 
borrowing circuit. 
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The chief judge of the borrowing circuit shall be 
entitled to full access to all pertinent information 
concerning the borrowed bankruptcy judge and to 
discuss the assignment with the judges of the 
lending district or circuit. 


A circuit lending a bankruptcy judge on an intercir- 
cuit assignment may not concurrently borrow a 
bankruptcy judge from another circuit. 


A circuit borrowing a bankruptcy judge on an 
intercircut assignment may not concurrently lend a 
bankruptcy judge to another circuit. 


The “lender-borrower” rules may be relaxed in 
situations in which a bankruptcy judge has been 
disqualified, of retired bankruptcy judges who have 
been recalled into active service pursuant to 28 
U.S.C. 155(b), or in other situations if approved by 
the affected circuit councils. 


On an intercircuit assignment, bankruptcy judges 
may take either a law clerk or a secretary; reim- 
bursement for additional supporting personnel is not 
permitted. The judicial district to which a bankruptcy 
judge is temporarily assigned is expected to furnish 
any additional supporting personnel needed. 


The circuit borrowing a bankruptcy judge from a 
district in another circuit shall forward a copy of the 
certificate of need, the consent of the lending circuit 
to intercircuit assignment, and an order setting forth 
the term of the temporary assignment to the chief 
district and bankruptcy judges of the lending district 
and to the Director of the Administrative Office who 
shall compile statistics on intercircuit assignments. 


SELECTION AND APPOINTMENT OF 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


At its September 1984 session (Conf. Rpt., pp. 70-71), the 
Judicial Conference approved regulations for the selection and appoint- 
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ment of bankruptcy judges. At this session, to reflect a change in the 
law made by the Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 (Public Law 99-554), the Conference 
amended section 1.01 of the regulations ("Minimum Qualifications") to 
provide that admission to the bar of the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico 
constitutes eligibility for service as a bankruptcy judge. 


RECALL TO SERVICE OF RETIRED 
BANKRUPTCY JUDGES 


Regulations governing the ad hoc recall to service of retired 
bankruptcy judges were adopted by the Judicial Conference in March, 
1985 (Conf. Rpt., p. 22), and amended in September, 1987 (Conf. Ropt., 
p. &2). 


At the suggestion of a chief circuit judge, the Judicial Confer- 
ence amended section 7 of the regulations to provide that a chief circuit 
judge considering the recall of a retired bankruptcy judge from another 
Circuit is permitted to have full access to all pertinent information con- 
cerning the retired bankruptcy judge, and to discuss the recall assign- 
ment with the judges of the circuit and district where the retired 
bankruptcy judge had served. The Conference also approved a techni- 
cal amendment to section 8 of the recall regulations to correct an internal 
inconsistency arising from the September, 1987 amendment. 


BANKRUPTCY ADMINISTRATOR REGULATIONS 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
amended the Regulations Governing the Establishment, Duties, and 
Functions of Bankruptcy Administrators, approved by the Conference in 
September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 81), (a) to confirm that a bankruptcy 
administrator's oversight responsibility, as it relates to monitoring the 
activities of creditors’ and equity security holders’ committees, is not 
dependent on prior court authorization, except as to convening and 
presiding at creditors’ committee meetings (section 2.01(d)(3)); and (b) 
to authorize the bankruptcy administrator to monitor the sufficiency of 
applications for interim compensation and reimbursement of actual, 
necessary expenses (section 2.01(i)(5)). 


ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 
Due to unusual increases in bankruptcy filings, the Conference 


voted to recommend that Congress authorize one additional bankruptcy 
judgeship for the Western District of Texas, and to ratify the Executive 
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Committee's recommendation that Congress authorize one additional 
bankruptcy judgeship for the District of Alaska. See also “Miscellaneous 
Actions", supra p. 57. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTION 


Noting the death of Bankruptcy Judge G. William Brown, a 
member of the Bankruptcy Committee, the Conference adopted the 
following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States with 
great sadness notes the death of Chief Bankruptcy Judge 
G. William Brown on August 13, 1988. 


During his six years on the bench of the United 
States Bankruptcy Court for the Westem District of 
Kentucky, Judge Brown was greatly admired by judges 
and attorneys alike. In addition to his duties as the Chief 
Judge of a busy court, he assumed many important 
responsibilities on behalf of the national bankruptcy 
system. He had served with uncommon distinction since 
1984 on the Committee on the Administration of the 
Bankruptcy System. An active and dedicated member, 
Judge Brown was serving as Chairman of two subcom- 
mittees and was a member of two others at the time of his 
death. He performed additional service as a member of a 
special task force to improve the efficiency of the 
bankruptcy courts. In all these undertakings, he exhibited 
an unerring perceptiveness, a quiet dedication to duty, 
and consistently wise judgment. 


Brown, a native of Louisville, served for 
two years in the United States Marine Corps. He re- 
ceived both a Bachelor of Science in Law and a Juris 
Doctor degree from the University of Louisville. Prior to 
his appointment as a bankruptcy judge in 1982, Judge 
Brown practiced law for nineteen years, during seventeen 
of which he also served as an exemplary standing 
chapter 13 trustee. 


Judge Brown was the embodiment of integrity, 
dedication, and excellence. On the bench, he was always 
in control of the courtroom but was unfailingly courteous 
and open minded. These qualities were recognized 
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recently by the Louisville Bar Association which honored 
his contribution to the judicial system by naming him 
Judge of the Year for 1987. 


The judges of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States convey their deepest sympathy to Judge 
Brown's children, Julie, Stephen, and Christina, and 
request that this resolution be sent to them in recognition 
of our profound respect and abiding esteem. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BICENTENNIAL 
OF THE CONSTITUTION 


PARTIAL FUNDING OF 
INTERNATIONAL APPELLATE JUDGES CONFERENCE 


The Conference approved a proposal of the Bicentennial of the 
Constitution and Intemational Appellate Judges Conference Com- 
mittees, to allocate $300,000 from the judiciary’s bicentennial appropria- 
tion to the International Appellate Judges Conference Committee. 
These funds will be used toward the expenses of the Fifth International 
Appellate Judges Conference, scheduled to be held in Washington, 
D.C., in September, 1990. 


COMMITTEE ON THE BUDGET 


SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATIONS 
FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1989 


As of the Judicial Conference session on September 14, 1988, 
the judiciary's appropriations act for the fiscal year 1989 had not yet 
been approved. However, based upon House and Senate Appropria- 
tions Committee actions to date, it was apparent that appropriations 
would fall considerably short of the minimal funding levels identified by 
the Executive Committee as required to maintain current services. 
Accordingly, the Conference authorized the Director of the Administra- 
tive Office to submit to the Congress a request for supplemental ap- 
propriations for the fiscal year 1989 for “pay costs", and program 
supplemenials for “Salaries and Expenses”, “Defender Services", “Fees 
of Jurors and Commissioners", and “Court Security". The Conference 
also authorized the Director to amend the requests because of any new 
legislation, action taken by the Judicial Conference, or any other reason 
the Director considers necessary and appropriate. 
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APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1990 


As noted at pages 55-56 ("Appropriations for the Fiscal Years 
1989 and 1990"), the Executive Committee concurred in the Budget 
Committee's judgment that submission of a less than fully funded budget 
request for the fiscal year 1990 could increase the judiciary’s chances of 
a successful presentation of that request to the Congress. Conse- 
quently, it was agreed that both total requirements, and an “alternative” 
level, would be presented. The Executive Committee further agreed that 
the recommendation to the Conference on where actual cuts should 
occur should be made by the Executive Committee, pending Conference 
establishment of a priority-setting mechanism within the judiciary. 


With regard to the FY 1990 submission, the Executive Commit- 
tee requested that the Budget Committee and the “line” committee 
chairs affected by a less than fully funded budget, fashion an alternative 
submission for presentation to the Executive Committee and the Con- 
ference. Such a consensus was fashioned and, by unanimous vote, the 
Executive Committee and the Conference concurred in a revised 
alternative budget submission for the fiscal year 1990. This alternative 
budget would fully fund all activities at least at the fiscal year 1988 level 
and, in addition, include all additional positions requested but funded at 
25 percent, anticipating delays in hiring. New program initiatives which 
are included are also funded at 25 percent of annual costs. This budget 
does defer requesting funds to implement an ungraded salary system for 
law clerks (See also “Implementing Judiciary Salary Plan Modifications in 
the Fiscal Year 1989", infra pp. 65-66). 


The Director of the Administrative Office was authorized to 
amend the budget estimates because of new legislation, action taken by 
the Judicial Conference, or for any other reason the Director considers 
necessary and appropriate. 


REGISTRY FEES 


On the recommendations of the Budget, Bankruptcy, and 
Judicial Improvements Committees, the Judicial Conference amended 
the miscellaneous fee schedules for the appellate, district, and 
bankruptcy courts to assess a charge of up to three percent for the 
handling of registry funds, contingent upon language being included in 
legislation to make these fee revenues available directly for use by the 
judiciary.* Such charges will be assessed from interest earnings, and in 


*Such authority was subsequently granted in Public Law 100-459, the 
judiciary’s appropriations act for the fiscal year 1989. 
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accordance with a detailed fee schedule to be issued by the Director of 
the Administrative Office after consultation with the Clerks’ Advisory 
Committee and the Chairmen of the Judicial Conference Committees on 
Judicial Improvements and Bankruptcy Administration. The Director was 
empowered to exempt certain registry items from any fees altogether 
and to assess charges at any level lower than three percent should he 
deem a higher charge inappropriate. 


IMPLEMENTING JUDICIARY SALARY PLAN 
MODIFICATIONS IN THE FISCAL YEAR 1989 


A. The Judicial Conference agreed to implement in the fiscal 
year 1989 the following Judiciary Salary Plan (JSP) modifications 
approved by the Conference at its September 1987 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 
62-65) and March 1988 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 32-33) sessions: 


© _ increases to JSP-12 for principal secretaries to chief 
Circuit judges after three years as secretary to the 
chief, and upon a showing of exceptional circuit- 
wide duties; 


© ___ reclassification of secretarial positions in senior staff 
attorneys’ offices to JSP-7 and JSP-9, court re- 
corder operator positions to JSP-8, intake positions 
in clerks’ offices to JSP-8, probation and pretrial 
services clerical positions to JSP-7, deputy circuit 
librarians to JSP-13, and magistrates’ secretaries to 
JSP-11; 


© Substitution of one year for the three-year service 
requirememt at the next lower salary level for 
promotion of career law clerks to grade JSP-13, and 
increase in the target grade level of career law 
Clerks to JSP-14; and 


© modification to the quality step increase plan to 
provide that such increases may be approved 
annually (provided that such increases require 
exceptional performance of all major duties in a 
sustained manner that substantially exceeds the 
normal requirements of the position and gives 
promise of continuing). 


Reprogramming authority will be requested from Congress, as 
necessary. 


B. At its March 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 8) and September 1987 
sessions (Conf. Rpt., pp. 62-63), the Conference voted to remove the 
present JSP-9, JSP-11, and JSP-12 salaries for “elbow” law clerks, pro 
se law clerks, and staff attorneys from the graded JSP, and pay new 
appointees to these positions $25,400, $33,000, and $36,500, respec- 
tively, subject automatically to any future comparability increases. As is 
customary with Conference approval of matters requiring the expendi- 
ture of additional resources, approval was “subject to the availability of 
funds", and the September 1987 Conference (Conf. Rpt., p. 63) specifi- 
Cally noted that the ungraded system would be funded in the fiscal year 
1989 “only to the extent that these increases are included in the fiscal 
year 1989 budget for this purpose.” Since Congress will not fund the 
system in FY 1989, and since the projected cost of the ungraded system 
exceeds $13,000,000 -- an amount far too great to be absorbed, given 
the current budgetary constraints -- the Conference declined to imple- 
ment the ungraded system during the fiscal year 1989. 


BUDGET DECENTRALIZATION 


In September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 77), the Judicial Conference 
approved implementation of a five-court, three-year pilot budget execu- 
tion decentralization project. At this session, the Conference continued 
its expansion of the role of local courts in managing their operating 
budgets by approving two complementary budget decentralization 
proposals. The first, a pilot project authorizing appellate and district 
courts to formulate annual financial plans utilizing balances in annual 
allocations and 75 percent of the savings from positions held vacant in 
order to purchase equipment or make other necessary expenditures, 
was approved for the remainder of the fiscal year 1988 and the fiscal 
year 1989, for Eleventh Circuit courts only. The second proposal would 
allow any court organization to elect to keep a position or positions 
vacant for the time required to accumulate from foregone salary pay- 
ments sufficient funds to purchase personal computers. Effective 
October 1, 1988, this “Personal Computer Purchases with Personnel 
Lapses Program”, as approved, establishes a salary level of $20,700 to 
calculate the savings regardiess of the grade of the unfilled position, and 
reserves 25 percent of the savings for a contingency fund for the 
judiciary’s emergency requirements. 


UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


In September, 1987 (Conf. Rpt., p. 68), the Judicial Conference 
determined not to object to the creation of an Article | United States 
Claims Court outside of the judicial branch. However, as noted supra p. 
56 ("United States Claims Court"), the March 1988 Conference (Conf. 
Rpt., p. 29) referred S. 1608, 100th Congress, a bill intended to establish 
an independent Claims Court, to the Executive Committee, for further 
referral to determine whether the legislation would allow the Claims 
Court to be independent of the Judicial Conference and the Administra- 
tive Office without adversely affecting the availability of resources to the 
judiciary. The Executive Committee referred the legislation jointly to the 
Budget and Federal-State Jurisdiction Committees. 


On recommendation of the Budget Committee, the Judicial 
Conference voted to recommend that there be no change in the United 
States Claims Court budget process, and that the Claims Court’s budget 
should remain in the judiciary’s “Salaries and Expenses” appropriation. 
The Conference also agreed that the Claims Court should have more 
representation in the Judicial Conference system than it has at present. 
See also “United States Claims Coun”, infra p. 76. 


COMMITTEE ON CODES OF CONDUCT 


The Committee on Codes of Conduct reported that since its last 
report, the Committee had received 32 written inquiries and issued 28 
advisory responses. The Chairman also responded to 59 telephone 
inquiries that did not require reference to the Committee. 


CODES OF CONDUCT 


In September, 1986 (Conf. Rpt., pp. 66-67), the Judicial Confer- 
ence revised the Code of Conduct for United States Judges to remove 
gender-specific language. At this session, the Conference struck 
additional gender-specific references in the Code for Judges and in the 
“Commentary” and “Compliance” sections, and made other technical 
changes to the Code. The Conference also approved revisions to the 
Codes of Conduct for Clerks of Court, Probation Officers, Circuit Execu- 
tives, Staff Attorneys, and Law Clerks, to eliminate gender-specific 
language, and to make “practice of law" and "participation in professional 
organizations” provisions uniform. All Codes of Conduct will henceforth 
appear in a new Volume Ii of the Guide to Judiciary Policies and Proce- 
dures retitled, "Codes of Conduct for Judges and Juc. ial Employees”. 
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Certain Judicial Conference resolutions are published in the 
binder containing the Code of Conduct for United States Judges (Vol. I 
of the Guide, noted above). The Conference rescinded resolutions “B" 
(relating to judges serving as officers or directors of educational, 
religious, civic, and charitable organizations; see October 1971 Session, 
Conf. Rpt., p. 68) and "G" (relating to the taking of photographs and the 
broadcasting of judicial proceedings; see March 1979 Session, Conf. 
Rpt., pp. 24-25), on the basis that such matters are more comprehen- 
sively covered by Canons 4, 5, and 3A(7) of the Code of Conduct for 
United States Judges. 


COMMITTEE ON COURT SECURITY 


ELECTRONIC MONITORING OF COURTROOMS 
FOR SECURITY PURPOSES 


At the request of the United States Marshals Service, and on 
recomnendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference approved a 
proposal to improve judicial security substantially 6, allowing the 
Marshals Service to monitor courtroom proceedings by ciosed circuit 
video equipment. No tape recordings may be made. 


The Conference considered, and declined to approve, a sug- 
gested amendment to Canon 3A(7) of the Code of Conduct for United 
States Judges, to add a fourth exception “for security surveillance” to the 
prohibition on cameras in the courtroom. 


WEAPONS IN COURTROOMS 


In order to improve court security, the Judicial Conference votec 
to recommend that each court issue an order regulating the possessic” 
of firearms or weapons in the courtroom. 


COMMITTEE OK % . 2 
AND PROBATION © Sir. TION 


HIV GUIDELINES 


The Judicial Conte ence authorized the Committee to promul- 
gate to probation and pretrial services officers guidelines for investigat- 
ing and supervising offenders who have been exposed to ihe human 
immunodeficiency virus (HIV). The guidelines call for case plans for 
supervision of individuals exposed to HIV; supervision standards; 
instructions concerning self-disclosure of HIV infection to third parties; 


use of public health auspices and an individual's consent to disclose 
infection status to third parties; notification to the U.S. Marshal when a 
violator’s warrant is issued and to the health care provider or the halfway 
house or jail facility; use of consent forms; disclosure of HIV exposure to 
the court during the pretrial and presentence investigation phases; 
dissemination of educational material on HIV; and development of an 
HIV resource officer in each probation and pretrial services office. 


DRUG TESTING FOR PROBATIONERS 


H.R. 4406, 100th Congress, would amend title 18, United States 
Code, to provide for mandatory random drug testing of federal 
probationers. On the Committee’s recommendation, the Conference 
voted to recommend against enactment of the bill, on the ground that 
existing law is adequate to permit testing of probationers where there is 
a reasonable suspicion or previous history of drug abuse. 


SENTENCING GUIDELINES REPORT 


28 U.S.C. 994(0) provides that certain organizations, including 
the Judicial Conference, must at least annually submit to the United 
States Sentencing Commission “a written report commenting on the 
operation of the Commission’s guidelines, suggesting changes in the 
guidelines that appear to be warranted and otherwise assessing the 
Commission’s work.” It would appear that the first of these reports is 
due on November 1, 1988. However, in view of the uncertainty of the 
constitutionality of the guidelines, and the judiciary’s relatively little 
experience with guideline sentencing to date, the Judicial Conference 
endorsed the filing of a limited annual report to the Commission. 


COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 
APPOINTMENTS AND PAYMENTS 


The Committee reported that in the first half of the fiscal year 
1988, approximately 30,000 persons were represented under the 
Criminal Justice Act, compared to approximately 28,000 in the first half 
of the fiscal year 1987, an increase of 7.1 percent. Of these 30,000 
persons represented, 16,956, or 56.5 percent, were represented by 
federal public and community defender organizations. This represents a 
7.6 percent increase over the 15,765 cases received during the same 
period in the fiscal year 1987. 


BUDGET REQUESTS - 
FEDERAL PUBLIC DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference approved supplemental budget requests for 
federal public defender organizations for the fiscal year 1989 as follows: 


California, Eastern ................. $ 217,194 
EES as — §3,513 
ee 34,218 
Florida, Northern................... 155,296 
Florida, Middle .................... 231,185 
aia alle la 81,156 
ia il ala tal le 121,856 * 
i li i iii a 66,574 
TIIII— 74,270 
New Mexico ...................05. 52,041 
North Carolina, Eastem ............. 112,234 
——ñ—— — 72,126 
Pennsylvania, Middle (proposed separate 
organization)..................... 114,957 
Tennessee, Middile................. 86,088 
Texas, Southern................... 45,425 
Washington, Western/Alaska ......... 103,109 
West Virginia, Southern ............. 18,300 
SD Gti thin die eeeeene nes $1,639,542 


The Conference also approved budget requests for the fiscal 
year 1990 for the federal public defender organizations as follows: 


Fe ye ee $1,442,773 
California, Northern................. 1,894,555 
California, Eastern ................. 1,547,413 
California, Central.................. 2,593,699 
TR fae att htt ne oe — 873,242 
a 597,702 
Florida, Northern................... 582,614 
Florida, Middie .................... 1,627,567 
Florida, Southern .................. 2,869,010 
— — — ——— 866, 762 


*Of this amount, $103,452 is for costs associated with the establishment 
of a branch office in Hyattsville, 
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Illinois, Central & Southern 


Missouri, Eastern................. 844,244 
Se an te 679,051 
Louisiana, Eastem ................. 661,030 
ese 1,310,120 
Massachusetts .................... 530,439 
I — ———— 516,366 
Missouri, Western.................. 736,091 
ee wees — 1,019,454 
New Jersey. ............. ......... 1,218,345 
New Mexico .............. ——— 896,683 
North Carolina, Eastam ...... ——— 840,562 
Ohio, Northern ...:................ 528,928 
Oklahoma, Eastern, Northern, 

Ey ee 745,582 

Ee eee ee ee eee eee 1,021,682 
Pennsylvania, Middle ............... 645,603 
Pennsylvania, Western.............. 631,879 
Puerto Rico............. i neediniinn 594,562 
South Carolina .................... 428,699 
Tennessee, Middie................. 599,931 
Tennessee, Western................ 342,394 
Texas, Southern................... 1,697,895 
Texas, Western.................... 1,494,015 
WRI ooo nonce cece ce cece 762,635 
Washington, Western/Alaska ......... 1,342,964 
West Virginia, Southern ............. 310,538 
DT 0.6 cite etn obiniine ame ee $35,295,029 


Observing that the Fifth Circuit Judicial Council had approved 
the establishment of a federal public defender organization for the 
Northern District of Texas, the Conference also approved funding for this 
proposed organization for the fiscal years 1989 and 1990 in the amounts 
of $973,545 and $873,037, respectively. 


The Committee will entertain requests for supplemental funding 
if workload increases or other factors warrant reconsideration of funding 
needs. 


*Of this amount, $101,737 is for costs associated with the establishment 
of a branch office in Hyattsville. 
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NOTE: As a result of the Conference's approval of the submis- 
sion of a less than fully funded budget request for the fiscal year 1990, 
the Defender Services apnropriations request for FY 1990 was reduced 
by $3,000,000. The projected savings will be generated through savings 
in personnel compensation and transcript costs. 


GRANT REQUESTS - 
COMMUNITY DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 


The Conference approved supplemental sustaining grants for 
the fiscal year 1989 for the following community defender organizations: 


Federal Defenders of San Diego, 
Inc., California, Southern ........... $175,195 


Federal Defender Program, Inc., 
Georgia, Northern................. 116,827 


Legal Aid & Defender Assn. of 
Detroit, Federal Defender Division, 
Michigan, Eastern................. 77,746 


The Legal Aid Society of New York, 
Federal Defender Services Unit, New 
York, Easter & Southern........... 265,530 


SD 60456655406540440006646000. $ 635,298 
The Conference also approved sustaining grants for the fiscal year 1990 
for the six community defender organizations as follows: 


Federal Defenders of San Diego, 
Inc., California, Southern ........... $2,372,147 


Federal Defencer Program, Inc., 
Georgia, Northern................. 921,560 


Federal Defender Program, Inc., 
4 ee ee 1,159,793 


Legal Aid & Defender Assn. of 
Detroit, Federal Defender Division, 
Michigan, Eastern................. 1,107,382 


The Legal Aid Society of New York, 
Fedi. Defender Services Unit, New 
York, Eastern & Southern........... 3,731,855 


Defender Assn. of Philadelphia, 
Federal Court Division, 
Pennsylvania, Eastem ............. 1,061,061 


Ph 40409540000900000009940000 $10,353,798 


The Committee will consider requests for supplemental sustain- 
ing grants if workload increases or other factors warrant reconsideration 
of the approved sustaining grants. 


DEATH PENALTY RESOURCE CENTERS 


The Conference approved sustaining grants for the fiscal year 
1989 for 12 death penalty resource center/community defender or- 
ganizations as follows: 


Alabama Capital Representation 
Resource Center [Alabama]......... $235,840 


Arizona Death Penalty Resource 
Center [Arizona] . . . . . . . . . . . . ..... 180,000 


California Appellate Project 
[California (N), (E), (C), & (S)}....... 545,693 * 


Volunteer Lawyers Resource Center 
of Florida, Inc. [Florida 
EE 6040950609000 000408 827,500 


Georgia Appellate Practice and 
Educational Resource Center 
[Georgia (N), (M), & (S) . . . . . . . . .... 267,275 


Kentucky Capital Litigation Center 
[Kentucky (E) & (M. . . . . . . . . . ..... 212,760 


This funding level was approved subject to resolution of details relating 
to the structure of the organization in a manner deemed satisfactory to 
the Defender Services Committee. 
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Loyola Death Penalty Resource Center 
[Louisiana (E), (M), &(W)] ........... 147,730 


Mississippi Capital Death Penalty Center 
[Mississippi (N) & (S . . . . . .. . . . .... 223,950 


North Carolina Death Penalty Resource 
Center [North Carolina (E), (M), 
— e ——f * 100,060 


Capital Post-Conviction Project 
[Oklahoma (N), (E), & (M . . . . . ..... 588,823 


South Carolina Death Penalty Resource 
Center [South Carolina] ............ 112,740 


Texas Appellate Practice and 
Educational Resource Center 
[Texas (N), (E), (W), & (S)}.......... 912,600 


 CTTTTTTETTT TT TTT Te $4,354,971 


The requests were approved contingent upon each organization secur- 
ing the state and other non-CJA funds* which it had indicated were 
necessary to finance the state component of its activities, and also 
contingent upon final approval of all necessary CJA plan amendments. 
The Conference also (a) delegated to the Defender Services Committee 
the authority to approve revised grant requests of resource centers in 
amounts not to exceed the amount originally approved by the Judicial 
Conference for a particular fiscal year plus the amount of “start-up” 
costs, if any, approved for an earlier fiscal year; (b) approved an amend- 
ment to clause 16 of the “Grant and Conditions for Death Penalty 
Resource Center/Community Defender Organizations" concerning the 
expenditure of funds for expert services; and (c) approved for incorpora- 
tion into the Guidelines for Administration of the Criminal Justice Act 
(CJA Guidelines), at paragraph 2.01 G, several measures contained in 
an American Bar Association resolution concerning representation in 
death penalty federal habeas corpus cases. 


“With respect to the majority of such organizations, the proportion of CJA 
to non-CJA funding is approximately 60/40. 
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FUNDING PRIORITIES 


In recognition of the possibility that the “Defender Services" 
appropriation might be insufficient to fund fully the anticipated level of 
CJA activities, the Conference established the following priorities for that 
appropriations account: 


First priority category: Federal defender organizations, 
including traditional federal public and community 
defender organizations, as well as death penalty resource 
center/community defender organizations. 


Second priority category: Panel attorney compensation. 


Third priority category: Special alternative attorney 
compensation rates for death penalty cases. 


Fourth priority category: General alternative attorney 
compensation rates. 


ALTERNATIVE HOURLY COMPENSATION RATES 


Subsection (d)(1) of the Criminal Justice Act, as amended (18 
U.S.C. 3006A(d)(1)), establishes hourly maximum rates of attorney 
compensation of $60 per hour for time expended in court, and $40 per 
hour for time reasonably expended out of court. The subsection also 
authorizes the Judicial Conference to establish an alternative hourly 
compensation rate, not to exceed $75 per hour, if the Conference 
determines that a higher rate is justified for a circuit or for particular 
districts within a circuit. 


Effective with services performed on or after the date funds are 
available for implementation, the Conference (a) established a special 
alternative rate of $75, for both in- and out-of-court time, for repre- 
sentation in federal habeas corpus death penalty cases only, at all court 
locations in the Northern District of Ohio, and the Middle and Southern 
Districts of Florida; and (b) extended the general alternative attorney 
compensation rate of $60 per hour for in- and out-of-court time which it 
had previously established for Portland, Oregon (March 1988 Session, 
Conf. Rpt., p. 16), to all court locations in the District of Oregon. 
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GUIDELINES 


The Conference approved the following amendments to the 
Guidelines for the Administration of the Criminal Justice Act: 


1. Amendments to paragraphs 2.30 and 3.06, and 
Appendices E and F, regarding interim payment of 
compensation under the CJA. 


2. An amendment to paragraph 4.03 concerning 
federal defenders’ discretionary authority to obtain 
investigative, expert and other services. 


The Conference also disapproved a proposed amendment to 
paragraph 4.02 of the Guidelines recommending that the courts of 
appeals consider salary parity between federal public defenders and 
United States attorneys. 


COMMITTEE ON FEDERAL-STATE JURISDICTION 
UNITED STATES CLAIMS COURT 


As noted supra pp. 56 and 67, the Executive Committee referred 
to the Federal-State Jurisdiction Committee the question of the appropri- 
ate place of the United States Claims Court in the federal system. On 
the Committee's recommendation, the Conference unanimously voted to 
recommend to the Congress that the Claims Court remain as a part of 
the judiciary within the policy structure of the Judicial Conference and 
the existing administrative structure. 


The Conference deferred action until its March meeting on two 
specific recommendations to increase the Claims Court's participation in 
the Judicial Conference system, i.e., to designate the Chief Judge of the 
Federal Circuit to represent the Claims Court on the Conference, and to 
recommend that the Chief Justice consider the appointment of a Claims 
Court judge to the Committee on Judicial Resources. 


DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP JURISDICTION 


28 U.S.C. 1332(a)(2) gives the district courts diversity jurisdiction 
over actions between citizens of a state and citizens or subjects of a 
foreign state; 28 U.S.C. 1332(a)(3) covers actions between citizens of 
different states in which citizens or subjects of a foreign state are parties. 
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Diversity jurisdiction exists under these provisions even though the alien 
may have been admitted to the United States as a permanent resident. 


There is no reason why actions involving persons who are 
permanent residents of the United States should be heard by federal 
courts merely because one of them remains a citizen or subject of a 
foreign state or has not yet become a citizen of the United States. 
Accordingly, the Conference agreed to ‘ecommend that Congress 
amend 28 U.S.C. 1332(a) to treat a permanent resident alien as a citizen 
of the state of his or her domicile. 


FOREIGN PRODUCT LIABILITY 


S. 1996 and H.R. 3662, 100th Congress, would, among other 
things, enlarge the jurisdiction of the federal courts by modifying the 
complete diversity removal requiremem of 28 U.S.C. 1441(b) to a 
minimal diversity removal requirement, for cases brought by a foreign 
Claimant against a domestic defendant for injuries sustained abroad 
relating to the manufacture, purchase, sale, or use of a product outside 
the United States. Since there is no demonstrated need that justifies 
departure from existing diversity rules in such cases, the Conference 
opposed this aspect of the bills. The Conference also voted to advise 
Congress of its concern that the choice of law rule set out in the bills -- 
the law of the place of injury, in this case a foreign Country -- would be 
impractical and difficuk to administer. 


PRODUCT LIABILITY 


H.R. 115, 100th Congress, as reported by the House Committee 
on Energy and Commerce, would amend the Consumer Product Safety 
Act (15 U.S.C. 2051 et seq.) by adding, inter alia, provisions establishing 
standards for manufacturer and product seller liability, standards for 
punitive damages, periods of limitations, workers compensation offsets, 
and mandatory mediation. While most of the matters addressed in the 
legislation raise questions of legislative policy, some bear on judicial 
workload d the ability of trial judges to manage litigation, upon which 
comment by the judiciary would be appropriate. 


On the recommenaation of the Committee, the Conference 
agreed to recommend that Congress amend H.R. 1115 to give trial 
judges discretion to forego mediaiion in appropriate cases and to 
bifurcate a trial for the determination of punitive damages; to clarify that 
the same jury may be used in both phases of a bifurcated proceeding; 
and to bar removal of claims under the Act from state to federal court. 
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AVIATION ACCIDENTS 


S. 473, 100th Congress, would regulate interstate commerce by 
providing for uniform standards of liability applicable to general aviation 
accidents. The bill, and its House companion, generally raise questions 
of legislative policy for the Congress. Of concern to the judiciary, 
however, is the fact that the legislation would extend federal jurisdiction 
to all general aviation accidents without reference to diversity of citizen- 
ship and without regard to the amount in controversy, and with an 
unlimited right of removai from state to federal court. Since this expan- 
sion is both unwarranted and unnecessary, the Conference opposed this 
enlargement of federal jurisdiction. in addition, to reduce the burden on 
federal courts and to preserve plaintiffs’ choice of forum, the Conference 
voied to recommend that the bills be amended to bar removal of claims 
under the Act from state to federal court. 


JURISDICTION OF THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


The Judicial Conference endorsed an amendment to 28 U.S.C. 
1292(d), proposed by the Department of Justice, to give the Court of 
Appeals for the Federal Circuit exclusive jurisdiction to entertain an 
appeal from an interlocutory order of a district court granting or denying, 
in whole or in part, a motion to transfer an action to the United States 
Claims Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 1631. 


JUDICIAL REVIEW OF VETERANS CLAIMS 


The Judicial Conference has consistently voted to recommend 
that review of decisions on veterans’ claims for benefits should be 
conferred exclusively upon the Board of Veterans’ Appeals or upon a 
new executive branch Article | court, noting that appellate review of the 
decisions of the Board of Veterans’ Appeals, or a new executive branch 
court, by the district courts, courts of appeals and the Supreme Court, is 
most undesirable in view of the potential impact on the caseloads of 
these courts. The Conference has also noted that if Article Ill judicial 
review were deemed to be appropriate, it should be limited to constitu- 
tional issues and questions of statutory interpretation. E.g., September 
1982 Session, Conf. Rpt., p. 65. 


S. 2292, 100th Congress, focuses on review of regulations 
promulgated by the Veterans Administration and would provide review in 
tt.e courts of appeals only of the validity of VA regulations governing 
loans, grants, or benefits. The regulations could be reviewed directly 
uider the Administrative Procedure Act or by a claimant in a benefit 
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proceeding; in the latter case, the validity of the regulation could be 
reviewed by a court of appeals, but court review would not extend to the 
claimant's entitlement to benefits and factual issues would not be subject 
to review “unless they raise a constitutional issue.” 


Since the approach taken in S. 2292 is consistent with prior 
Conference recommendations on judicial review of VA decisions in 
benefit cases, the Conference endorsed this legislation in principle. 


EXPORT ADMINISTRATION ACT 


H.R. 3973, 100th Congress, would provide for review in the 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit of certain civil 
penalty orders of the Secretary of Commerce under the Export Ad- 
ministration Act, 50 U.S.C. App. 2401-2420. Finding judicial review of 
such civil penalty orders to be unobjectionable, the Conference agreed 
to support such judicial review in principle. 


REMOVAL OF ALIEN TERRORISTS 


The Office of Management and Budget requested the views of 
the Judicial Conference on a Department of Justice draft bill to amend 
the immigration laws to provide a new method of removing from the 
United States aliens involved in terrorist acts. The bill would create a 
special court composed of five sitii7g district judges to hear proceedings 
for removal of alien terrorists (as defined in the bill), with multiple 
interlocutory appeals outside the main operation of the district court 
structure, to deal with a perceived special problem with international 
terrorists in the United States. Since no justification for this departure 
from traditional exclusion and deportation procedures has been 
demonstrated, the Conference opposed the legislation as placing an 
undue burden on the federal courts. The Conference also voted to 
recommend that OMB review the draft legislation carefully in view of the 
serious constitutional questions it raises. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERCIRCUIT ASSIGNMENTS 


The Committee on Intercircuit Assignments reported that during 
the period Feb’. vy 1, 1988, through July 31, 1988, the Committee had 
recommended 50 intercircuit assignments to be undertaken by 44 
judges. Of this number, one was a retired associate justice of the United 
States Supreme Court, 10 were senior circuit judges, 13 were active 
Circuit judges, 12 were senior district judges, five were active district 
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judges, two were senior judges of the Court of International Trade, and 
two were active judges of the Court of International Trade. 


Li the 50 assignments approved, 30 judges undertook 34 
assignments to the courts of appeals, and 16 judges undertook 16 
assignments to the district courts. 


COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL APPELLATE JUDGES 
CONFERENCE OF 1990 


The International Appellate Judges Conference Committee 
reported on its activities in preparation for the International Appellate 
Judges Conference, tentatively set for September, 1990. The Commit- 
tee is working in clos? cooperation with the Committee on the Bicen- 
tennial of the Constitution. 


COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIAL BRANCH 


The Committee on the Judicial Branch reported that it has fixed 
its priority attention squarely upon the forthcoming review by the Com- 
mission on Executive, Legislative, and Judicial Salaries of pay rates for 
judges, the Congress, and Presidential appointees in the executive 
branch. Under the Federal Salary Act of 1967, as amended (2 U.S.C. 
351, et seq.), the Commission must report to the President by December 
15 as to the results of its review and its recommendation of the appropri- 
ate salary level for each office under its purview. The President then 
submits to Congress in early January his recommendations with respect 
to the exact rates of pay which he deens advisable for the covered 
offices and positions. These recommenda'ions become the lawful salary 
rates for the affected positions unless both Houses of Congress enact a 
joint resolution of disapproval (which would have to be signed into law by 
the President) within the 30-day period cominencing on the date when 
the President’s pay recommendations are transmitted to Congress. This 
opportunity will mark the last occasion for meaningful salary reform 
(other than or: an annual cost-of-living basis, if and when allowed by 
Congress), uritii 1993 at the earliest. 


The Committee has been active in focusing the attention of 
White House officials on the judiciary’s salary plight. Interested priv» > 
groups, including the Federal Judges Association, the American Bar 
Association, the American College of Trial Lawyers, Commer Cause, the 
corporate legal counsel, and the National Conferences uo: Bankruptcy 
Judges and of United States Magistrates, promise to be active in the 
effort to achieve meaningful salary relief. 
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COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL ETHICS 


The Committee on Judicial Ethics reported that, as of June, 
1988, the Committee had received 2,220 financial disclosure reports and 
Certifications for the calendar year 1987, including 981 reports and 
Certifications from judicial officers and 1,239 reports and certifications 
from judicial employees. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL IMPROVEMENTS 
AUTOMATION 
A. The Committee on Judicial Improvements reported that it had 


unanimously approved the Long Range Plan* for Automation in the 
United States Courts (1989 Update). In so doing, it reviewed the status 


of automation in the courts and the uncertainty of the current budgetary 
Situation, and reaffirmed the following automation priorities: 


1. In order to eliminate the substantial maintenance costs 
for the judiciary’s aging DEC-10 mainframe computers, 
systems that off-load applications from the DEC-10s will 
receive top priority for development and implementation. 


2. Recognizing that the Bankruptcy Court Automation 
Project (BANCAP) will be of inestimable value to the 
overburdened and paper-intensive bankruptcy courts, the 
secord priority is the implementation of BANCAP. 


3. Third in priority is implementation of other integrated 
case management (ICMS) systems in the appellate and 
district courts, and office automation to the extent funding is 
available. The data communications pilot project, and 
probation office automation follow. 


In accordance with these priorities, the Committee selected courts for 
implementation of the CIVIL, CRIMINAL, and BANCAP systems for the 
fiscal year 1989 and early in the fiscal year 1990, resources permitting. 


B. In 1987, the Court Administration Committee approved a 
comprehensive program 10 provide office automation at all levels of the 
judiciary over a three-year period, at a cost of approximately 
$120,000,000. Although the judiciary has sought funds to implement this 


"Formerly Five-Year Plan for Automation in the United States Courts. 
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program, Congress has not yet provided them. The judiciary remains 
fully committed to the comprehensive office automation program. 
However, until additional funding is forthcoming, in order to ensure that 
the limited available resources are disbursed equitably, the Committee 
adopted the following priorities for the emergen:y and scheduled 
replacement of office automation equipment: 


1. Top priority for office automation equipment is the 
emergency replacement of word processing equipment in 
chambers that is certified by the judge to be failing and 
impossible to maintain (e.g., parts or service are unavail- 
able, or machine cannot be kept in operation). 


2. Any office automation funds available above the amount 
required for emergency replacement will be used to 
replace equipment for judges’ secretaries on a machine- 
by-machine, court-by-court basis, starting with courts with 
the oldest average age of equipment in chambers. 


3. Any additional funds for office automation may be used 
to provide one personal computer to be shared by law 
clerks in chambers where no government-furnished 
personal computers are available for law clerks. 


New judicial officers, and those qualifying for purchase of office automa- 
tion equipment under these priorities, will receive allocations of $6,000 if 
they have a single secretary, $10,000 if they have two secretaries, and 
$16,000 if they have three secretaries. They may purchase IBM-AT 
compatible personal computers from the judiciary-wide office automation 
contract when it is awarded in ine fiscal year 1989 or, alternatively, may 
elect to purchase locally, so long as (a) applicable procurement statutes 
and regulations are complied with, and (b) the equipment meets the 
specifications set by the Committee. The $6,000, $10,000, and $16,000 
allocations do not apply with respect to personal computers purchased 
under the decentralized budgeting pilot program, the Eleventh Circuit’s 
program for management of financial resources, or the Personal Com- 
puter Purchases with Personnel Lapses program (see “Budget 
Decentralization”, supra pp. 66-67). 


RELEASE AND SALE OF COURT DATA 


The judiciary generates a large volume of data which is of 
considerable interest and value to the bar and litigants, to the media, to 
scholars and government officials, to commercial enterprises, and to the 
general public. The courts and the Administrative Office are frequently 
requested to release or sell court data to individuals and organizations 
Outside the court family, including a jrowing volume of requests from 
Credit agencies and other commercial organizations desiring bankruptcy 
case information for purposes of resale. 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
authorized an experimental program of electronic access for the public to 
court information in one or more district, bankruptcy, or appellate courts 
in which the experiment can be conducted at nominal cost, and 
delegated to the Committee the authority to establish access fees during 
the pendency of the program. Although existing law requires that fees 
collected in the experimental phase would have to be deposited into the 
United States Treasury, the fees charged for automated access services 
could defray a significant portion of the cost o/ providing such services, 
were the Congress to credit these fees to the judiciary’s appropriations 
account in the future. 


VIDEOTAPING COURT PROCEEDINGS 


Under 28 U.S.C. 753, district judges may voluntarily use a 
variety of methods for taking the record of court proceedings, subject to 
guidelines promulgated by the Judicial Conference. At the request of a 
court that it be allowed to experiment with videotaping as a means of 
taking the official record, the Judicial Conference authorized an ex- 
perimental program of videotaping court proceedings. Under the 
two-year experiment, which would include approximately six district 
courts (judges), in no more than two circuits, the courts of appeals would 
have to agree to accept as the official record on appeal a videotape in 
lieu of transcript or, in the alternative, the circuit must limit the production 
of transcript to be accepted on appeal to a very few pages. Participating 
judges would continue to utilize their present court reporting techniques 
(court reporter, electronic sound recording, etc.) during the experimental 
program. 


The Conference designated the chair of the Committee on 
Judicial Improvements to seek approval of the Director of the Federal 
Judicial Center for the Judicial Center to design, conduct, and evaluate 
the experiment 
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VIDEOCONFERENCING OF ARRAIGNMENTS 
AND HABEAS CORPUS CASES 


The Committee reviewed two proposals for closed circuit 
television communication between federai courts and local jails, and 
recommended that the Judicial Conference authorize an experimental 
videoconferencing program. The Conference authorized the experimen- 
tal use of videoconferencing of initial appearances and arraignments 
("not guilty” pleas only), and of prisone; civil rights and habeas corpus 
cases. 


Although these programs will benefit the judiciary through 
increased regularity and flexibility in court scheduling and reduced 
security risks, they will also substantially reduce prisoner transportation 
costs. Accordingly, the chair of the Committee on Judicial Improvements 
will explore the availability of funds for implementation of the pilot 
programs. 


MISCELLANEOUS FEE SCHEDULES 


In order to remedy an .advertent omission when the mis- 
cellaneous fee schedules were comprehensively revised in 1987 (March 
1987 Session, Conf. Rpt., pp. 11-17), the Conference added the follow- 
ing language to the miscellaneous tee schedules approved pursuant to 
28 U.S.C. 1913 (courts of appeals), 1914 (district courts), 1926 (U.S. 
Claims Court), and 1930 (bankruptcy courts): 


11. [or 12, 6, or 18, respectively] The court may charge 
and collect fees, commensurate with the cost of printing, 
for copies of the local rules of court. The court may also 
distribute copies of the local rules without chz ge. 


The Conference also corrected the reference in the Language to 
Clarify Reopened and Converted Bankruptcy Code Cases, which follows 
the numbered items in the bankruptcy fee schedule, from 28 U.S.C. 
1930(b) to 28 U.S.C. 1930(a). 


TRAVEL REGULATIONS FOR JUSTICES AND JUDGES 


In order to permit reimbursement of meal expenses incurred at a 
judicial officer's official station, if the meals are incidental to the judicial 
officers attendance at, and necessary to full participation in, a meeting 
of a committee of the Judicial Conference, the Conference approv3d the 
following amendment to the travel regulations for justices and judges 
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(Vol. Ill, Chapter 15, section D.1.a.(5) of the Guide to Judiciary Policies 
and Procedures) (underlined language t» be inserted): 


(5) A judge who is invited to attend a Circuit Judicial 
Conference or Judicial Conference committee meeti 
which is being held in the city where that judge's officia 
station is located may be reimbursed for meals if such 
meals are incidental to the meeting, provided that the 
attendance of the judge at the meals is necessary to full 
participation in the business of the conference or commit- 
tee meeting and that the judge is not free to partake 
meals elsewhere without being absent and missing 
essential formal discussions, lectures or speeches 
concerning the business of the conference or meeting. 
Reference to this paragraph D.1.a.(5) on any voucher 
Claiming such meals will be considered sufficient 
documentation that the judge has met the criteria for 
payment of this item of subsistence. Under no other 
circumstances may judges claim subsistence at their 
official station. 


PLACES O HOLDING COURT 


The Judicial Conference voted to support the designation of 
Watertown as a place of holding court for the Northern District of New 
York, and the deletion of Malone as a place of holding court for the same 
district. The Conference also agreed to support S. 2340 and H.R. 4552, 
100th Congress, bills to amend 28 U.S.C. 89(b) and (c) to move three 
counties from the Southern District of Florida to the Middle District of 
Florida. 


COMMITTEE ON JUDICIAL RESOURCES 
ADDITIONAL JUDGESHIPS 


The Judicial Conference reviewed the results of the 1988 
biennial survey of judgeship needs conducted by the Committee on 
Judicial Resources, and its predecessor Subcommittee on Judicial 
Statistics, and voted to recommend the creation of 14 additional 
judgeships in the United States courts of appeals, and 37 additional 
permanent judgeships and 22 additional temporary judgeships in the 
United States district courts. The Conference notes that the Congress 
has not as yet acted on the Conference recommendations for additional 


judgeships resulting from the 1986 biennial survey. The recommenda- 
tions which follow include all of the judgeships recommended by the 
Judicial Conference in 1986 for the courts of appeals. The recommen- 
dations for the district courts include 49 positions recommended by the 
Judicial Conference in 1986, but exclude 7 positions recommended in 
1986 because the courts’ recent workloads no longer support the 
positions or the courts have withdrawn their requests. The Conference 
also recommends that four positions presently authorized to serve more 
than one district be converted to serve a single district, that one position 
authorized to serve three districts be converted to serve two districts, 
and that six temporary judgeships be made permanent. 


The Conference voted to recommend the creation of additional 
judgeship positions in the following United States courts of appeals: 


Third Circuit 
Fourth Circuit 
Fifth Circuit 
Eighth Circuit 
Tenth Circuit 
Eleventh Circuit 


The Conference also voted to recommend the creation of 
additional permaneni and temporary judgeships in the following United 
States district courts: 


First Circuit: 


Massachusetts 


Second Circuit: 


New York (N) 
New York (E) 
New York (S) 
New York (W) 


“Existing temporary position to be made permanent. 
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Third Circuit: 


Ee 3 
———— 3 +1 temp. 
TEL ET 1 
Fourth Circuit: 
th) o05¢0 06600 secns peasant 1 temp. 
e+ 46nnbntennensséann een ve 1 temp 
Fifth Circuit: 
th. ptnbpeateees saeeuneus 1 temp. 
iit ntineneeeeeesenseacess 1 
ccrerbessssesenascenees 1 
this écbtenneeonecebecstecese 1 temp. 
Dh bs 5055n0000020000000009004 3 
Pi’ és 6¢-0000090000000009000008 1 
Sixth Circuit: 
Es +o55000000099009900900% 1 temp. 
nh £05560006000000080000000008 1 Vp + 1 temp. 
Eh h25565506506000000000000008 1 + 1 temp. 
TTT TTT TTT TT 1 
DEE cccccesereeeceneevesens 1 temp. 
Seventh Circuit: 
PE eccreoeesesseenseeseneesess 1+1t/p 
TD £30596696-009909200006000001 1 temp. 
hs 4004 500000900000000800902 1 temp. 
i ¢osceesenessersreesesesses 1 V/p 
Eighth Circuit: 
D6 66669s0000000000R0000888 2 r/single 
district* 
TD + 5696000000000000000068 1 
i 4.640009000000000000000000000 1 r/single 
district 


*Existing roving position between judicial districts to be redesignated. 


87 


ETL LLL A 1+ 1 temp 
A 1 temp. 
Ninth Circuit: 
I A 2 
California (E)..... — — 1 temp. 
c 6 
—— c 1 temp. 
DT thet¢esecesseseseeseensseeses 1 temp. 
i dinneenese5005999000008984085 1 
ACE 1Vup 
Tenth Circuit: 
it hbibhehess3e0sess0e20esenns ses 1 temp. 
Te nos 05009000000000000000% 1 
+4 0650900000000000000000 1 
i + .009600000000000900069 2 +1 temp. +1 
r/ single 
district + 1 
r/dual district 
Eleventh Circuit: 
DEE + 50909006000000000000000 1 temp. 
_ — TTT TTT TET TT Tire 1 + 1 temp." 
66500050 500000000900000000009000008 37 + 22 temp. + 
6 temps. to be 
made perma- 
nent + 5 rovers 
to be 
redesignated. 


“If, prior to enactment of judgeship legislation, the Congress should 
transfer three counties from the Southern to the Middle District of 


Florida, the recommendation would be for two additional permanent 
judgeships for the Middle District of Florida. 


if the Congress were to eliminate diversity of citizenship jurisdic- 
tion, the request for district judgeships would be reduced from 59 (37 
permanent and 22 temporary) to 13 (two permanent and 11 temporary). 


FISCAL YEAR 1990 BUDGET REQUESTS 
FOR SUPPORTING PERSONNEL 


The Judicial Conference reviewed requests for fiscal year 1990 
positions for circuit executives’ staffs, for staff attorney offices, and for 
the national court library system, and took the following actions (subject 
to the availability of resources): 


1. Agreed to the conversion of 12 temporary JSP-11 
telecommunications coordinators in the circuit execu- 
tives’ offices to permanent positions, one in each 
circuit. 


. Approved an additional secretarial position for the 
circuit executives in the First and Third Circuits. 


. Approved the addition of two attorneys in excess of 
the one-to-one ratio of staff attorneys to judgeships, to 
enable the Tenth Circuit to staff a preargument 


conference program. An additional secretarial position 
was also approved. 


. Approved 38 additional positions (24 at JSP-9 and 14 
at JSP-5) for the national court library system. 


ADDITIONAL COURT REPORTERS 


The Conference approved two additional court reporter posi- 
tions, one each in the Western District of New York and the Northern 
District of Texas. 


FEDERAL EMPLOYEE SALARY OFFSET PROGRAM 


The Conference was informed that the President's Council on 
Integrity and Efficiency had asked for the cooperation of the judiciary in 
identifying employees delinquent with respect to federally-insured loans 
and other debts (primarily student loans). Under the Debt Collection Act 
of 1982 (Public Law 97-365), the judiciary has procedures for offsetting 


the salaries of employees delinquent in debts covered by the Act. The 
Conference agreed to the request. 


DEFERRAL OF REPAYMENT OF STUDENT LOANS 


Observing that initial salary offers for top low school graduates 
seem to be increasing yearly, the Conference endorsed a proposal to 
recommend that Congress amend 20 U.S.C. 1077(a)(2)(C) to include 
judicial law clerks as one of the occupations for which, during service, 
repaymem of the principal on a federally-insured educational loan is 
waived and only the interest is paid. 


JUDICIARY SALARY PLAN MODIFICATIONS 


On recommendation of the Committee, the Judicial Conference 
approved the following modifications to the Judiciary Salary Plan: 


1. Reclassification of financial administrators from 
JSP-11 to JSP-12", financial assistants from JSP-7 to 
JSP-8, property & procurement administrators from 
JSP-10 to JSP-11, property & procurement assistants 
from JSP-7 to JSP-8, personnel specialists from 
JSP-11 to JSP-12*, personnel assistants from JSP-7 to 
JSP-8, deputies in charge of divisional offices from 
JSP-13 to JSP-14*, and docket clerks presently at 
JSP-7 to JSP-8. 


. Reclassification of two positions as Central Violations 
Bureau (CVB) administrators, JSP-11, one in each of 
the two national CVB service centers in the Western 
District of Texas and the District of Colorado. CVB 
classifications at locations other than at the two 
national centers would be discontinued. 


‘Target grade levels meeting specific criteria; not all positions 
have the potential of being classified at this level. 


3. Establishment of a "Save Grade and Pay” plan for 
certain judiciary employees whose positions are 
abolished and who are qualified for, and have been 
selected for, lower graded positions in the judiciary .* 


RETIREMENT ANNUITIES FOR COURT REPORTERS 


By virtue of a recent amendment to title 5 of the United States 
Code, as interpreted by the Office of Personnel Management, court 
reporters who wish to receive a retirement annuity based upon “full-time” 
service (as opposed to part-time service and a resulting reduction in 
annuity) must either (a) work a scheduled tour of duty in the courthouse 
of 80 hours per pay period; or (b) maintain records of the actual hours 
worked on federal business and work a minimum of 2,080 hours per 
year on that business. In order that annuities not be reduced solely due 
to the lack of a regularly scheduled tour of duty if the reporter is paid a 
full salary as fixed by the Judicial Conference, the Conference recom- 
mended a legislative change to 28 U.S.C. 753(e) to define court report- 
ers as “full-time” employees for annuity purposes if they are paid full-time 
salaries. 


On October 6, 1988, the Executive Committee agreed that the plan 
would apply at this time only to estate administrators in the United States 
bankruptcy courts. At its December, 1988 meeting, the Committee on 
Judicial Resources will revisit the conditions and situations where the 
policy should apply, and make appropriate recommendations to the 
Conference in March, 1989. 
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COMMITTEE ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF THE 
FEDERAL MAGISTRATES SYSTEM 


SALARIES OF PART-TIME MAGISTRATES 


Observing that, effective October 1, 1988, the ceiling on the 
salary of full-time magistrates is 92 percent of the salary of a district 
judge, the Judicial Conference approved the following new salary 
structure for part-time magistrates: 


’ Amount 


$2,264 

4,117 

6,176 

8,234 
10,293 
12,351 
14,410 
16,468 
20,585 
24,702 
28,819 
32,936 
37,053 
41,170 


Magistrate positions in current salary level 2 ($2,134 per annum) will be 
placed in new salary level 1 ($2,264 per annum); magistrate positions in 
current salary levels 7, 8, 9, 10, and 13 ($9,722, $11,858, $13,992, 
$16,127, and $24,070 per annum, respectively) will be placed in levels 5, 
6, 7, 8, and 10 of the new salary structure ($10,293, $12,351, $14,410, 
$16,468, and $24,702 per annum, respectively); magistrate positions in 
current salary levels 3, 4, 5, 6, 11, and 12 ($3,201, $4,269, $5,335, 
$7,588, $18,380, and $21,225 per annum, respectively) will receive a 
two percent cost-of-living adjustment, subject to review of the positions 
at future meetings of the Magistrates Committee; and the specific 
recommendations as to magistrate positions in former levels 14, 15, and 
16 ($27,390, $31,719, and $36,250 per annum, respectively), as set 
forth in “Changes in Magistrate Positions”, below, were adopted by the 
Conference as noted below. These salary changes are effective 
October 1, 1988, subject to the availability of funds. 
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CHANGES IN MAGISTRATE POSITIONS 


After consideration of the report of the Committee and the 
recommendations of the Director of the Administrative Office, the district 
courts, and the judicial councils of the circuits, the Conference approved 
the following changes in salaries and arrangements for full-time and 
part-time magistrate positions. Unless otherwise indicated, these 
changes are to be effective when appropriated funds are available. 


SECOND CIRCUIT 
New York, Northern: 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Watertown from $24,070 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 
per annum. 
THIRD CIRCUIT 


Pennsylvania, Eastern: 


Authorized two additional full-time magistrate positions to serve 
the court at Philadelphia. 


Pennsylvania, Middle: 


1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Wilkes-Barre for an 
additional eight-year term; and 

2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Scranton for an 
additional four-year term, with a realigned salary of $32,936 per 
annum. 


Pennsylvania, Westem: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Johnstown for an 
additional four-year term with a realigned salary of $2,264 per 
annum. 


Virgin Islands: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Christiansted from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of 
$41,170 per annum. 
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FOURTH CIRCUIT 


Maryland: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Baltimore which is 
due to expire on October 9, 1989, for an additional eight-year 
term; and 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Upper Marlboro from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of 
$41,170 per annum. 


North Carolina, Eastern: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Raleigh for an 
additional eight-year term; 


Continued the authority of the clerk of court at Raleigh to 
perform magistrate duties for an additional four-year term at the 
currently authorized aggregate compensation of a clerk of a 
large district court (JSP-16); and 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Wilmington from $5,335 to $7,740 per annum. 


South Carolina: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Columbia which is 
due to expire on May 15, 1989, for an additional eight-year term; 
and 


Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Florence at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$28,819 per annum. 


Virginia, Eastern: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Richmond for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from $36,250 
to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per annum. 


Virginia, Western: 


Continued the full-time magistrate positions at Roanoke and 
Charlottesville, which are due to expire on September 20, 1989, 
for additional eight-year terms. 


West Virginia, Southern: 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Beckley/Bluefield from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of 
$41,170 per annum. 
FIFTH CIRCUIT 


Louisiana, Western: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Lafayette (or Opelousas) from $36,250 to the new maximum 
salary of $41,170 per annum. 


Texas, Southern: 


1. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Galveston for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from $36,250 
to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per annum; and 


2. Increased the salary of the par-time magistrate position at 
McAllen (or Brownsville) from $36,250 to the new maximum 
salary of $41,170 per annum. 


Texas, Westem: 
1. increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at San 


Antonio from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 
per annum; and 


2. Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Pecos at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$32,936 per annum. 
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SIXTH CIRCUIT 
Kentucky, Eastern: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Covington from $7,588 to $12,351 per annum. 


Kentucky, Western: 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Hopkinsville from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of 
$41,170 per annum. 

Michigan, Eastern: 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Detroit which is 
due to expire on May 18, 1989, for an additional eight-year term. 


Michigan, Western: 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Marquette from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 
per annum. 

SEVENTH CIRCUIT 

Illinois, Northern: 
Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Rockford from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 
per annum. 

Illinois, Southern: 

1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at East St. Louis for 
an additional eight-year term; and 


2. Authorized a new part-time magistrate position at East St. Louis 
at the new maximum salary of $41,170 per annum. 


Indiana, Northern: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Hammond for an 
additional eight-year term; 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at South Bend to 
full-time status; 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at South Bend for an 
additional four-year term, or until a full-time magistrate is 
appointed at that location; and 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at South 
Bend from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per 
annum, pending conversion of the position to full-time status. 


Indiana, Southern: 


1. 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Indianapolis which 
is due to expire on September 30, 1989, for an additional 
eight-year term; and 


Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Terre Haute at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$5,442 per annum. 


EIGHTH CIRCUIT 


Arkansas, Eastern: 


Coittinued the part-time magistrate position at Jonesboro for an 
adcitional four-year term with a realigned salary of $2,264 per 


annum. 
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Arkansas, Western: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Hot 
Springs from $13,992 to $21,650 per annum. 


lowa, Southern: 


1. 


Converted the part-time magistrate position at Des Moines to 
full-time status; and 


2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Des 
Moines from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per 
annum, pending conversion of the position to full-time status. 

Minnesota: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at St. Paul for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from $36,250 
to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per annum. 


Missouri, Easter: 


1. 


Authorized an additional full-time magistrate position to be 
located at either Cape Girardeau or St. Louis; and 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Cape Girar- 
deau upon the filling of the new full-time magistrate position. 


South Dakota: 


1. 


Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Rapid City at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$37,053 per annum; and 


Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Pierre at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$28,819 per annum. 


NINTH CIRCUIT 
Alaska: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Anchorage from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 
per annum. 


Arizona: 


Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Grand Canyon National Park at the current salary level, with a 
realigned salary of $28,819 per annum. 


California, Northern: 


1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at San Francisco 
which is due to expire on September 6, 1990, for an additional 
eight-year term; 


2. Converted the part-time magistrate position at Monterey (or 
Salinas) to a full-time magistrate position at San Jose or 
Monterey; 


3. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Monterey (or 
Salinas) at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$32,936 per annum, for an additional four-year term, or until the 
appointment of the second full-time magistrate at San Jose; and 


4. Changed the location of the part-time magistrate position at 
Monterey (or Salinas) to Monterey (or San Jose). 


California, Central: 
Continued the full-time magistrate position at Los Angeles which 
is due to expire on April 22, 1989, for an additional eight-year 
term. 


California, Southem: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at El 
Centro from $31,719 to $37,053 per annum. 


Idaho: 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Coeur d'Alene (or 
Moscow) for an additional four-year term with a realigned salary 
of $16,468 per annum. 

Montana: 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Glasgow upon 
the expiration of the current term on March 31, 1989. 


Oregon: 


1. Authorized a new part-time magistrate position at Medford at a 
salary of $5,442 per annum; and 


Continued the part-time magistrate position at Bend for an 
additional four-year term and increased the salary from $2,134 
to $3,265 per annum. 


Washington, Westem: 


1. Continued the full-time magistrate position at Seattle which is 
due to expire on September 30, 1989, for an additional eight- 
year term; 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Tacoma for an 
additional eight-year term; 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Tacoma (or Mt. Rainier National Park) from $36,250 to the new 
maximum salary of $41,170 per annum; and 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Olympic National Park from $27,390 to $32,936 per annum. 


TENTH CIRCUIT 
Colorado: 
1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 


Grand Junction from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of 
$41,170 per annum; and 
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2. increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Colorado Springs from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of 
$41,170 per annum. 


Kansas: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Leavenworth for 
an additional four-year term with a realigned salary of $12,351 
per annum. 

New Mexico: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Las 
Cruces from $21,225 to $28,819 per annum. 


Oklahoma, Western: 


1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Lawton from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per 
annum; and 


2. Continued the part-time magistrate position at Oklahoma City for 
an additional four-year term with a realigned salary of $21,650 
per annum. 


Utah: 

1. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Salt 
Lake City from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 
per annum; and 


2. Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Monticello (or Moab) from $2,134 to $4,354 per annum. 


Wyoming: 


Discontinued the part-time magistrate position at Worland upon 
the expiration of its current term in July, 1989. 
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ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 
Florida, Northern: 
Continued the part-time magistrate position at Panama City for 
an additional four-year term with a realigned salary of $12,351 
per annum. 


Florida, Middle: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at Ft. 
Myers from $2,134 to $28,819 per annum. 


Georgia, Northem: 


Increased the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Rome from $36,250 to the new maximum salary of $41,170 per 
annum. 


Georgia, Middle: 


Maintained the salary of the part-time magistrate position at 
Columbus at the current salary level, with a realigned salary of 
$37,053. 


Georgia, Southern: 


Continued the full-time magistrate position at Augusta for an 
additional eight-year term. 


COMMITTEE ON PACIFIC TERRITORIES 


The Committee on Pacific Territories reported on its activities in 
planning the Eighth South Pacific Judicial Conference, to be held on the 
Island of Kauai, Hawaii, April 30 through May 3, 1989. The tentative 
Conference theme is “Law and Fundamental Rights: A Pacific 
Perspective”. 


COMMITTEE ON RULES OF PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE 
LOCAL RULES 


The Judicial Conference authorized the Committee on Rules of 
Practice and Procedure to undertake a study of local rules of the district 
courts. That study is under way. The Committee noted, however, that 
there is no uniform numbering system for federal district court local rules. 
Since there are many advantages of such a system, e.g., to help the bar 
in locating rules applicable to a particular subject, and to ease the 
incorporation of local rules into indexing services and the Westlaw and 
LEXIS computer services, the Conference approved and urged each 
district court to adopt a Uniform Numbering System for its local rules, 
patterned upon the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 


APPELLATE RULES 


The Committee submitted to the Conference proposed amend- 
ments to Rules 4 ("Appeals as of Right - When Taken"), 26 
("Computation and Extension of Time"), and 27 ("Motions") of the 
Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure, together with Committee Notes 
explaining their purpose and intent. The Conference approved the 
amendments for transmission to the Supreme Court for consideration, 
with the recommendation that they be approved by the Court and 
transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law. 


CRIMINAL RULES 


The Committee submitted to the Conference proposed amend- 
ments to Rules 11 ("Pleas"), 32.1 ("Revocation or Modification of 
Probation"), and 40 ("Commitment to Another District") of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure, to add appropriate references to “terms of 
supervised release”, a new type of sentence created by the Sentencing 
Reform Act of 1984, 18 U.S.C. 3583. The proposed amendments were 
accompanied by Committee Notes explaining their purpose and intent. 
The Conference approved the amendments for transmission to the 
Supreme Court for consideration, with the recommendation that they be 
approved by the Court and transmitted to the Congress pursuant to law. 


103 


COMMITTEE ON SPACE AND FACILITIES 
COURTROOM SIZES 


Under the United States Courts Design Guide, approved by the 
Judicial Conference in March, 1984 (Conf. Rpt., p. 8), the construction of 
courtrooms larger than specified standards requires Conference ap- 
proval. In order to accommodate large numbers of multi-litigant and 
muhi-defendant trials in the Southern District of New York, the Confer- 
ence approved a request from the Judicial Council of the Second Circuit 
to permit construction of courtrooms larger than the current standards in 
a new courthouse in lower Manhattan. 


DAY CARE CENTERS 


In response to the requests of several courts for funds to join 
with other federal agencies in sharing the start-up costs and on-going 
space costs for day care centers, the Conference approved the dis- 
cretionary participation of courts in the Federal Day Care Center 
Program, within available funding. 


RESOLUTION 


Noting 50 years of public service by Judge Oren Harris, the 
Judicial Conference adopted the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States notes with appreciation, 
respect and admiration fifty years of public service by 


THE HONORABLE OREN HARRIS 


Senior United States District Judge for the Eastern 
and Western Districts of Arkansas. 


In his five decades of dedicated service to his 
Country, Judge Harris served as prosecuting attorney 
for the Thirteenth Judicial District of the State of Arkan- 
sas from 1936-1940, and as a member of the United 
States House of Representatives from the Fourth District 
of Arkansas from 1941-1966. During his tenure in 
Congress, he served this Nation with great distinction as 
Chairman of the Interstate and Foreign Commerce 
Committee of the House of Representatives. There- 
after, he was appointed United States District Judge for 
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the Eastern and Western Districts of Arkansas on 
October 12, 1965, and entered on duty February 3, 
1966. Judge Harris served as Chief Judge for the 
Western District of Arkansas from February 3, 1967 to 
December 20, 1973. He served as the district judge 
representative to the Judicial Conference of the United 
States from the Eighth Circuit from 1971-1974; he was a 
member of the Executive Committee from 1972-1974; 
the Advisory Committee on Civil Rules from 1971-1978; 
the Budget Committee from 1971-1983; and the Com- 
mittee on the Judicial Branch from 1979-1987. He 
elected senior status on February 3, 1976. 


Judge Harris has made innumerable contribu- 
tions to the public good, especially while a member of 
the United States Congress and on the federal bench. 
We are proud to acknowledge his long, distinguished 
Career and ask that this Resolution be sent to him as a 
mark of our respect and esteem. 


MEMORIAL RESOLUTIONS 


Noting the death of Judge Oscar H. Davis, the Conference 
adopted the following resolution: 


The Judicial Conference of the United States with 
great sadness notes the death of Circuit Judge Oscar H. 
Davis of the United States Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit on June 19, 1988. 


Judge Davis succurnbed to a long series of 
illnesses over the past several years. He sat with the 
court regularly until the month before his death, and, 
even in his many periods of hospitalization and con- 
valescence, continued to write judicial opinions. In 
addition to carrying a full caseload with the Federal 
Circuit and keeping his work current, he frequently sat 
as a visiting judge with the U. S. Courts of Appeals in 
Washington and New York. He was recently honored by 
the Federal Circuit Bar Association on the occasion of 
the fiftieth anniversary of his admission to the bar. 


Judge Davis was nominated by President 
Kennedy for the Court of Claims in 1962, and he 
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continued in office as a circuit judge when the Federal 
Circuit was created in 1982. He served in the Solicitor 
General's office trom 1949 until his elevation to the 
bench, and as Acting Solicitor General in 1953 and 
1956. He argued 45 cases in the Supreme Court and 
was counsel in 111 others. 


Judge Davis was a graduate of Harvard College 
and Columbia University School of Law. He also was in 
private practice for several years, was an attorney in the 
Claims Division of the Department of Justice, and served 
as a captain in the Army Air Corps from 1942-46. 


The members of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States convey their deepest sympathy to Judge 
Davis’ survivors and request that this resolution be sent 
to them in recognition of our profound respect and 
abiding esteem 


Noting the death of Judge J. Skelly Wright, the Conference 
adopted the following resolution: 


With deep sadness, the United States Judicial 
Conference notes the death of Judge J. Skelly Wright on 
August 6, 1988. Judge Wright served on the United 
States District Court for the Eastern District of Louisiana 
from 1948-1962, and on the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit from 1962 to 
1987, serving as its Chief Judge from 1978 to 1981. He 
was also a member of the Temporary Emergency Court 
of Appeals from 1981 to 1987, and its Chief Judge from 
1982 to 1987. 


Judge Wright's career spanned half a century of 
domestic turbulence and change. A graduate of Loyola 
University Law School in New Orleans, Louisiana, he 
practiced law in his home town for fifteen years before 
becoming United States Attorney for the Eastern District 
of Louisiana. Appointed by President Truman to the 
United States District Court, he won a national reputa- 
tion in the early 1960s for his firm imolementation of the 
United States Supreme Court’s desegregation deci- 
sions, carried out in the face of an unparalleled cam- 
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paign of personal harassment and abuse. On the Circuit 
bench in the District of Columbia, he wrote nearly 1,000 
opinions, many involving the most fundamental issues of 
the time, each one reflecting his jewel-bright mind, his 
forthrightness, his intense preoccupation with individual 
justice and his boundless humanity. Never in his long 
judicial career did he hesitate to confront and resolve 
difficu questions of law or theory when necessary to 
assure fairness and equal protection of the law. The 
lowliest citizen, the weak and powerless, were his 
special constituency. Judge Wright’s combination of 
careful scholarship and courageous determination to 
make the law a working force in the lives of ordinary 
people placed him in the ranks of premier jurists of our 
country. He decided landmark cases involving the legal 
rights of students consigned to educational “tracks” in 
urban ghetto schools, of exploited consumers and poor 
tenants facing eviction, of comatose patients whose 
relatives would deny them blood transfusions, along with 
the most complex administrative cases that are the daily 
fare of the District of Columbia Circuit. He was well 
known as a fast and proficient opinion writer--he never 
kept his colleagues or litigants waiting. During all his 
years on the Court, he wrote and lectured at law 
schools--his wise humanity a continuous delight and 
illumination to generations of students, his own opinions 
gracing the casebooks they studied. 


Judge Wright was an inspiring colleague, 
defying pomposity or arrogance, insisting always on 
bringing us back to the problem at hand, to the plight of 
the real people in the case awaiting our verdict. A 
modest man, he was in Justice Brennan’s words, “more 
embarrassed than happy with praise.” Yet, in his work, 
he exhibited raw courage of a kind that made him a 
lustrous adornment to the federal bench. He will be 
sorely missed. 


The members of the Judicial Conference convey 
their sympathies to Judge Wright's widow, Helen Wright, 
to his son James Skelly Wright, Jr., and to his sisters 
and brother, and ask that this resolution be sent to them 
as a mark of our profound respect and affection for 
Judge Wright. 

107 


Noting the death of Judge Luther M. Swygert, the Conference 
adopted the following resolution: 


Senior Circuit Judge Luther M. Swygert of the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit in 
Chicago, Illinois was born on February 7, 1905 in Miami 
County, Indiana, the son of Irvin and Katharine Hoover 
Swygert. He died March 16, 1988 after serving as a 
federal judge for 45 years. 


He was educated in a one-room country school 
for the first five grades. Judge Swygert attended the 
University of Notre Dame and graduated magna cum 
laude from its law school in 1927. He was admitted to 
the Indiana Bar and practiced law in Michigan City and 
Hammond, Indiana for four years. He described those 
early years as extremely difficult, saying that he was 
broke and nearly starving most of the time. In 1931, he 
was appointed deputy prosecuting attorney of Lake 
County, Indiana. 


Soon thereafter, he married Mildred Kercher and 
they became the parents of two children, Robert, who 
died at age 13, and Michael, now a distinguished legal 
scholar, author and professor of law at Stetson Univer- 
sity in St. Petersburg, Florida. In 1969, Judge Swygert’s 
first wife died, and he married Mrs. Gertrude Pancoe. 


In 1934, Judge Swygert became an Assistant 
United States Attorney for the Northern District of 
Indiana, which office he held until 1943 when President 
Franklin D. Roosevelt nominated him as a United States 
District Judge for the Northern District of Indiana. He 
was the first Democrat appoi’ .' *> the federal bench 
from Indiana since the “2. He served as chief 
district judge until 1967 » <r President John F. Ken- 
nedy nominated hin _.z United States Court of 
Appeals for the Sever. Wircuit. Judge Swygert served 
as its chief judge from 1970 to 1975. He became senior 
Circuit judge in July 1981, but continued to serve the 
Seventh Circuit as well as other courts of appeals until 
he became ill in 1987. 
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Over the years, Judge Swygert seived on 
various Committees of the Judicial Conference of the 
United States, including: the Committee on Uniform 
Admissions to District Courts and Courts of Appeals, the 
Committee to Study and Consider the Problem of Venue 
and Jurisdiction of the District Courts, the Committee on 
the Revision of the Laws, the Committee on Habeas 
Corpus and the Subcommittee on Federal Jurisdiction. 
He was elected to the Judicial Conference as the 
Seventh Circuit's District Judge Representative in 1961 
and also served as Circuit Chief Judge Representative 
from 1970 to 1975. 


Throughout his career, Judge Swygert was 
known for his strong, ably expressed views in support of 
individual civil rights. He came from a liberal family and 
was proud to consider himself a liberal. 


He was an enthusiastic and active alumnus of 
his college and law school, the University of Notre 
Dame, and served on its law school faculty as an 
adjunct professor. He also served as a member of its 
Alumni Board of Directors and on the Board of Visitors 
of the Valparaiso University School of Law. In addition, 
he was a teacher for the National Institute for Trial 
Advocacy and for the Department of Justice. Judge 
Swygert served as the first Judge-in-Residence at 
Washington and Lee University School of Law. At that 
time he lectured, researched and wrote. In 1984, he 
conducted an innovative seminar entitled “Language 
and the Law” during the fall term of school at Valparaiso 
University School of Law. Judge Swygert received 
doctor of laws degrees from Valparaiso University in 
1964, the University of Notre Dame in 1969 and Stetson 
University School of Law in 1982. 


He was active in preserving the Indiana Dunes 
along the shore of Lake Michigan, which culminated in 
the establishment of the Indiana Dunes National 
Seashore Park. He loved nature and enjoyed hiking in 
the Dunes and other parks. 


Judge Swygert was an active innovator in 
judicial administration. He was the first to provide 
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written instructions to jurors to help them answer their 
own questions. Based on his experience in the United 
States Attorney's office and as a district judge, he 
championed a rule that required cases reversed for a 
new trial to be sent to a different trial judge unless the 
court of appeals or the lawyers representing all the 
parties wanted it retried by the original judge. Later, at 
his suggestion, the appellate panels were randomly 
selected. As circuit chief judge, he was always con- 
cerned about collegiality and promoting a spirit of judicial 
family. This included outings for his colleagues, wel- 
coming parties for new staff, and even playing Santa 
Claus for the Seventh Circuit family Christmas Party. 


Judge Swygert once commented that when he 
came to the Seventh Circuit in 1961, there were only 
about three hundred appeals filed a year, whereas 
during the following twenty-five years, the number 
increased eightfold. Concerning the problems spawned 
by such caseloads he said: 


| think judges ought to have a lot of time to reflect, to 
let things develop . . . anything to get the subconscious 
and the unconscious into operation. There is pressure 
that defeats that very process, and we are apt to get into 
a mechanical, routine way of thinking. | deplore it. 


Concerning the work of judging, he also said: 


| think there is a similarity between the monastic kind of 
existence and judging. While judges can’t be cloistered, 
there ought to be that kind of devotion and commitment 
to their jobs. 


Concerning the work of the opinion writer, he said: 


One thing that happens . . . is that once you start to write 
an opinion and get into it, sometimes you change your 
mind. | think the possibility of the writer of the opinion 
changing his mind is high -- much higher than the other 
people in agreement. 
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Judge Swygert once remarked that much of the 
happiness and lifelong satisfaction he had found in the 
legal profession derived from having encountered within 
it everyday so many stimulating minds and personalities. 
But Judge Swygert himself was indeed a superior 
example of those traits. He was a widely read, broadly 
educated, and genuinely cultured man. He was also 
one with abundant humor, compassion, and goodwill. 
We may well conclude by quoting Chief Judge William J. 
Bauer's statement when he announced Judge Swygert's 
death: “The bench has lost a tremendous man and the 
United States has lost a great jurist.” 


PRETERMISSION OF TERMS 
OF THE COURTS OF APPEALS 


Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 48, the Conference approved the preter- 
mission of terms of the following United States Courts of Appeals during 
the calendar year 1989: the Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit at 
Asheville, North Carolina; the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit at 


Los Angeles, California; and the Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit at 
Wichita, Kansas and Oklahoma City, Oklahoma. 


FUNDING 
All of the foregoing recommendations which require the expendi- 
ture of funds for implementation were approved by the Conference 
subject to the availability of funds, and subject to whatever priorities the 
Conference might establish for the use of available resources. 
RELEASE OF CONFERENCE ACTION 


The Conference authorized the immediate release of matters 
considered at this session where necessary for legislative or administra- 


Liga — — 


October 24, 1988 Chief Justice of the United Statés 
Presiding 


111 


/e- BLANK PAGE 


Indemnitication of Judicial Ofticers and Employees 
Sued in their Official Capacities................ 
— Services by the Administrative 
4 m of the Couns................... 
Magistrates: 
Cost-of-Living for Part-time ................... 


Funding New . 0.66. cece eens 
th neh bonnes 506000 000000000000000008 


ES TT PETE TST TT TT TTT 
Salaries and Expenses Appropriation; 
Reassignment of certain costs................. 


American Bar Association Resolutions: 


On evaluation of judess......................... 
On representation in death penalty habeas 


Appellate Rules... 00.0... ccc cece eens 


Advisory Committee on .............. eee 


Appointments and Payments, Criminal Justice Act......... 


Appropriations (see Budget) 
Arraignments and Habeas Corpus Cases; 


Videoconferencing Of... 2... ccc cee eee 


Asbestos Information Act............................ 


In-chambers compulers.................. ..... 
Long Range Plan for U.S. Courts................. 
Personal Computer Purchases with 


Personnel Lapses Program................... 


Page 


9,57,61 
85 


10 
7,57 
40 


22888228 


a & 


Bankruptcy Courts: 


Bankruptcy Administrator Regulations 
Caseload study, Federal Judicial Center 
Committee on; Report of 
Delineation of Responsibilities for 

Closing Bankruptcy Cases 
Intercircuit Assignments of Bankruptcy Judges 
Memorial Resolution 
Recall to Service of Retired Bankruptcy Judges 


Selection and Appointment of 
Bankruptcy Judges 
Berne Convention Implementation Act 
Bicentennial of the Constitution: 
Committee on; Report of 
International Appellate Judges Conference; 
Partial Funding of 
Boards: 
Certification: 


Elimination of 
Federal Judicial Center; Election to 
Brown, G. William; Memorial Resolution 
Budget: 
Alternative budget proposals 
Appropriations for Criminal Justice 
activities; Funding priorities for 
Appropriations for the Fiscal Year 1988 
Appropriations for the Fiscal Year 1990 
Appropriations for the Fiscal Years 1989 


Committee on; Report of 

Decentralization 

Implementing Judiciary Salary Plan Modifications 
in the Fiscal Year 1989 

Funding New Magistrates 

Reassignment of Certain Costs in the 
"Salaries and Expenses” Appropriation 

Registry Fees 


Budget (Cont'd.) 


Supplemental Appropriations for the Fiscal 
a 63 

United States Claims Court ..........0. 66 cece eee 67 
Budget Requests - Federal Public Defenders............. 15,70 
Cameras in the courtroom: 

Ad hoc Committee on....... . . eee eee ees 57 

Electronic Monitoring of Courtrooms for 

Security Pumoses......................... 68 
Cases cited: 
Forrester v. White... 6... 6 ee eee 58 
ates v. Mistrettla... 6... eee ee 53 
— ——5 27 
AN V. EPWIN. .. .. eee ee eee eens 58 
Central Violations Bureau; Reclassification of 

hh shh cones on00s6.000606000000008 90 
Circuit Executives: 

Code of Conduct for... 0.6... ccc cece eee ees 67 

ET 64.4460560056050000000800000006000096 55 
TTT TTITITT TTT TTT Tritt — 23 
Civil Rules: 

Advisory Committee on ......... eee 24 

Amendments to... 0... ccc eee eens 39 
Claims Court: 

Federal Circuit; Jurisdiction of the ................. 78 

Improvement Act of 1987... ...... 0.006. e eens 29,56,67 

Representation in Conference system ............. 56,67,76 
Clerks of Courts: Codes of Conductfor ................. 67 
Codes of Conduct: 

For Judges and Judicial Employees................ 67 

Committee on; Report of ........................ 11,67 
Community Defender Organizations - 

Grant Requests ———— — — 18,72 
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984............... 14 
Computer-Assisted Legal Research.................... 26 
Conduct and Disability Act; Proceedings under........... 40 
Court Data; Release and Sale of ...................4.. 83 
Court Interpreters Act... 0... cece eee 33 
Court Reporters: 

ieee nenne 00405 000008600694 064 33,89 

Retirement Annuities ſor. ........ .. . . ee 91 


115 


Court Security: 


Committee on; Report of... 6... ce eee 12,68 
Electronic Monitoring of Courtrooms 
for Security Pumposes..... 0... eee 68 
a 12 
Weapons in Courtrooms. .... 6.6... eee 68 
Courthouse Management. .........0..0.06 666 c cee eee ee 40 
Courtrooms: 
Electronic Monitoring of... 6... eee ee 68 
— û— — — ————— 104 
Ce 68 
Courts of Appeals; Pretermission of Terms ofthe ......... 111 
Criminal Fines Improvement Act... ........0..600 6060 c ee 14 
Criminal Justice Act (see also "Defender Services") 
Alternative Hourly Compensation Rates under ....... 75 
Appointments and Payments ................000005 14,69 
Compensation Rates in Death Penalty Habeas 
Corpus Cases; Alternative Hourly .............. 15,55,75 
Grants for Death Penalty Resource Centers......... 18 
TA .5)5550555655656006055099+0 99> 17,18,19,74,76 
Criminal Law and Probation Administration: 
Committee on; Report of... 2.6... cee 13,68 
Comprehensive Crime Control Act of 1984 .......... 14 
Drug Testing for Probationers ................045. 69 
TTT TTT TT TT TTT e 68 
Sentencing Guidelines Report.................... 69 
Sentencing Guidelines Training. .................. 13 
Transfer of Jurisdiction and Supervision of 
Persons on Supervised Release............... 13 
c—— heehee sh 55540 090000000 004088 39,103 
Data; Release and Sale of Court ..................055. 83 
Davis, Oscar H.; Memorial Resolution .................. 105 
Day Care Center Program; Federal .................... 104 
Death Penalty: 
Alternative Hourly Compensation Ratesfor.......... 7,15,75 
Representation in federal habeas corpus Cases: 
I, + +6556¢6-066.506060000000004 74 
06 66 55666000600000000"46008 17,55,73 
Decentralization; Budget ..... vr eerererrrT ert TT TT Trt 11,66 
Defender Services: 
Advice of Counsel Prior to Pretrial 
TT 6.466 66eeeeeenos eo oebeoes 18 
Alternative Hourly Compensation Rates............. 7,15,75 
Appointments and Payments..................0.. 14,69 


Defender Services (Cont'd.) 


Budget Requests - Federal Public Defenders ........ 15,70 
Committee on; Report of ........................ 14,69 
Death Penalty Resource Centers.................. 17,55,73 
Funding Priorities ........... cece cee eee eee ees 75 
Grant Requests - Community Defender 
——— 60uneseesane 72 
Ee 17,18,19,74,76 
ee 20 
Design Guide; U.S. Courts... 6... cee eee eee 104 
Diversity: 
Impact on request for additional judgeships.......... 89 
In Aviation Accidents ... 6... 6... .. . cece eee eee 78 
In Foreign Product Liability........... 0.00.00 c eee 77 
Of Citizenship Jurisdiction ....................... 21,76 
Drug Testing for Probationers..... 6.6... eee eee 69 
Elections: 
Board of Conicalon ........................ 46 
Board of the Federal Judicial Center............... 46 
Electronic Monitoring of Courtrooms 
For Security Pumposess........................ 68 
Ethics (see Judicial Ethics) 
an srrcse nese — — — — 39 
Executive Committee: 
Alternative Hourly Compensation Rates in 
Death Penalty Habeas Corpus Cases........... 7 
Appropriations for the Fiscal Year 1988............. 7,10,54 
Appropriations for the Fiscal Years 1989 
ST 6. 05455506660990000000000000080008 55 
Claims Court; U.S........0..0.0.0 0.5 ccc cece eee es 29,56 
SN 06665 06050000000005005000000990000% 46 
Jurisdiction of Committees; Procedures for 
Assembling Agendas ....................... 6 
Miscellaneous Aclons ......... .. . . .. ....... 57 
in. 056566506660990600000000000000008 6 
Export Administration Act... . 0.0... 0.00.6 ccc cee eee eee 79 
Federal Circuit: 
Jurisdiction of no............................. 78 
Represent Claims Court on Conference............. 76 
Federal Employee Salary Offset Program ............... 89 
Federal Judicial Center: 
Board of; oavo............................ 46 
Deputy Director; Salary of...................... 55 
Report of the Direcior........................ 53 
Videotaping Court Proceedings; Experiment on....... 83 


117 


Federal-State Jurisdiction: 


Berne Convention Implementation Act 
Civil RICO 


Committee on; Report of 
Diversity of Citizenship Jurisdiction 


Export 

Foreign Product Liability 

Habeas Corpus 

Jurisdiction of the Federal Circuit 


Removal of Alien Terrorists 
State Justice Institute 
Veterans’ Claims; Judicial Review of 


Fees: 
Bankruptcy fee schedule 
Miscellaneous Fees Schedules 


Release and Sale of Court Data 
Study increases in 
Fiedler, Robert E.; Resolution 
Financial Disclosure (see Judicial Ethics) 
Firearms in courtrooms 
Foreign Product Liability 
Funding of Conference actions 
General Services Administration 
Guidelines: 
Criminal Justice Act 
HIV Guidelines to Probation and Pretrial 


Intercircuit Assignments of Bankruptcy Judges 
Sentencing Guidelines 
Habeas Corpus: 
Alternative Hourly Compensation Rates in Death 
Penalty Cases 
Death Penalty Resource Centers 
Reform Act of 1987 
Videoconferencing of Arraignments and 
Harris, Oren; Resolution in appreciation of 
Hauptly, Denis; Resolution 
Impeachment; Certificate of Consideration of 


118 


Indemnification of Judicial Officers and Employees 


Sued in their Official Capacities................05. 58 
Integrity and Efficiency; President's Councilon........... 89 
Intercircuit Assignments: 

Bankruptcy Judges; Guidelines for................. 59 

Committee on; Report of ........................ 25,79 
International Appellate Judges Conference of 1990: 

Committee on; Report of ........................ 80 

Partial Funding of............ 0c cece cece ee ee eens 63 
Investigative Services by the Administrative 

—— dete henebecseadonsecseensseses 57 
Judges: 

Bankruptcy: 

i thie diet hes see seeececraceseeees 9,57,61 
Intercircuit Assignment oſ..................... 59 
Recall to Service of Retired................... 61 
Selection and Appointment of ................. 60 

Chambers for Circult............................ 31 

Computers inchambers ........................ 27,54 

Evaluation of; ABA resolutionon .................. 57 

Principal Secretary to Chiof. ..................... 33 

Staff of Deceased or incapacitated; 

Retention of 2.0... ee eee 32 

Travel Regulations for Justices and................ 27,84 
Judgeship vacancios............................... 31,53 
Judicial Branch: Committee on; Report of................ 25,80 
Judicial Business of the Couns........................ 4,52 
Judicial Conference of the U.S.: 

IN hb6 be hbO558600450001900000000000000008 1,49 

Funding of Actions of ........................... 46,111 

Jurisdiction of Committees................0 000005 6 

Membership On. ............ 00. c cece cece eee ees 56,57 

Procedures for Assembling Agendas............... 6 

Release of Action...... 0.0... 0... ccc cece eee 46,111 
Judicial Conference of the South Pacific................. 39,102 
Judicial Councils; Places of Holding Court............... 31 
Judicial Ethics: 

Committee on; Report of ........................ 25,81 
Judicial Improvements: 

Amendments to the Jury Selection and 

TT 6666690466608 666600000000000008 30 

+ £26666665000000000000000000000008 26,81 

TD 462400665 6666060000606000008 29 

Committee on; Report of ........................ 26,81 


Judicial Improvements (Cont'd.) 
Computer-Assisted Legal Research 
Fee Schedules 
Juror Qualification Questionnaire 
Machine Readable Qualification Questionnaire 
Places of Holding Court 
Release and Sale of Court Data 
Travel Regulations for Justices and Judges 
Videoconferencing of Arraignments and 

Habeas Corpus Cases 

Videotaping Court Proceedings 

Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation: 


Judicial Resources: 
Additional Court Reporters 
Additional Judgeships 
Board of Certification 
Classification of Supporting Personnel 
Committee on; Report of 
Court Interpreters Act 
Deferral of Repayment of Student Loans 
Federal Employee Salary Offset Program 
Fiscal Year 1990 Budget Requests for 
Supporting Personnel 
Judgeship Vacancies 
Judiciary Salary Plan Modifications 
Quality Step Increases 
Retention of Staff Upon the Death or 
Incapacity of a Judge 
Retirement Annuities for Court Reporters 
Judiciary Salary Plan 
Implementing Modifications in 
Modifications to 
Jurisdiction: 
Conference Committees 
Diversity of Citizenship 
Juror Qualification Questionnaire 
Jury Selection and Service Act; Amendments to 
Law Clerks: 
Code of Conduct for 
Deferral of Repayment of Student Loans 
Service requirements for; Modification of 
Upgraded salary system for 


Legislation: 


American Samoa; Decisions 

of the High Court Of ......................... 38 
Asbestos Information Acl ........................ 24 
Bail Forfeited; Refund oſ......................... 14 
Berne Convention Implementation Act.............. 24 
Board of Certification; Elimination of ............... 34 
Civil Actions; Appeals in....... . .. ... ... .. . . eens 23 
ESE ee 23 
Claims Court Improvement Act of 1987............. 29,56 
Consumer Product Safety Act; 

Amendment tothe .......................... 77 
Court Interpreters Acl........................... 33 
Court Reform and Access to 

Justice Act of 1987..... . . . . .. ... ............ 21 
Drug Testing for Probationers .................... 69 
Export Administration Act........................ 79 
Foreign Product llabili/ ......................... 77 
Habeas Corpus Reform Act of 1987................ 23 
Jury Selection and Service Act; 

Amendments io ............................ 30 
Leave-sharing for judiciary employees.............. 57 
Marshals Service Act of 1987... ... ............... 12 
Places of Holding Coumn ......................... 31,85 
Product Liability ............. 00. e eee e eee 24,77 
Tort claims against federal officers and 

PTT TTT TTT TT TrTiTiTiiy 59 
Veterans’ Administration Decisions; Judicial 

++ 6s2666605665500000000000000008 78 

Librarians; Reclassification of deputy circuit.............. 33 
MacBride, Thomas J.; Resolution...................05. 20 
Magistrates: 
Changes in Postions........................... 35,93 
Committee on; Report of ........................ 34,92 
Computer-Assisted Legal Researchfor............. 27 
Cost-of-Living Adjustments for Part-time ............ 34 
Funding OF NOW 0... ccc cece cee cee enees 10 
Salaries of Panmo............................ 92 
TT (hb eebd564600000600000000060 006 35 
Secretaries to; Reclassification of ................. 33 
Marshals Service, U.S. ............................. 12,68 
McGowan, Carl; Memorial Resolution................... 43 
Mecham, L. Ralph; Resolution · . . . . . . . . . . . ............ 8 
Metropolitan Chief Judges; Secretariesto ............... 33 


121 


Mutidistrict Litigation: 
Judicial Panel on; Report oſ ...................... 5,54 
Washington Public Power Supply System 
27 
41 
6 
38,102 
Personnel Lapses Program ...................... 66,82 
Places of Holding Court ............................. 31,85 
President’s Council on Integrity and Efficiency............ 89 
Pretermission of Terms of the Courts of Appeals.......... 111 
Pretrial Services: 
Advice of Counsel Prior to Interview................ 18 
HIV Guidelines to Oſſicors. ...................... 68 
Probation Administration (see “Criminal Law and”) 
Probation Officers: 
Code of Conduct ſor............. ............... 67 
HIV Guidelines to ............................ 68 
Procedures for Assembling Agendas................... 6 
Proceedings under Judicial Conduct and 
TTPO TTTTTETITTTTITT TT 40 
Product Liability... 0.0... 0... cece cc ee ee 24,77 
Quality Step lneroasess............................. 32 
Modification to Judiciary Salary Plan............... 65 
Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt Organizations Act....... 23 
Release of Conference Action ........................ 46,111 
Retirement Annuities for Court Reporters................ 91 
Rules of Practice and Procedure: 
Amendments to .......... 0. 39 
Appellate Aulos ............................. 103 
Committee On ... . . . . . . . . ........... 23 
Civil Rules; Advisory Committee on................ 24 
Committee on; Report of ........................ 39,103 
SE c6 06660 so00 re eeeeeeereessooeens 103 
Local Rules: 
Fees for copies Of ........... 0... cc cee cece 84 
Uniform Numbering System.................6. 103 
Salaries: 
Circuit Executives.............. 00. cece eee eee 55 
Commission on Executive, Legislative and 
PA 6566665665 006440000000006000000608 25,80 
Deputy Director, Federal Judicial Center............ 55 


122 ° 


Salaries (Cont’d.) 


Federal Public Doſonders...................... 76 
Magistrates: 
—————— cen eneeseett tes 34,92 
Salaries and Arrangements for ................ 35,93 
Salaries and Expenses Appropriation .............. 11 
Salary Offset Program; Federal Employee............... 89 
Save Grade and Pay Plan ........................... 91 
Seal of Office; Magistralos.......................... 35 
Secretaries: 
Magistrates’; Reclassification of................... 33 
Principal to chief circuit judge... ...............05. 33,65 
Principal to metropolitan chief judge................ 33 
Reclassification of miscellaneous positions .......... 65 
Security (see Court Security) 
Sentencing: 
Commission; Guidelines reportto ................. 69 
Guidelines Traininq............................. 13,53 
Reform Act 0f 1984 2.0.0.0... cece ees 13,14 
Sentencing Act of 1987 ......................... 14 
Space and Facilities: 
Committee on; Report of ........................ 39,104 
Courthouse Management........................ 40 
Courtroom Sizes... . 6... cece eee eee 104 
Day Care Centers... . 0.0.0... ccc cece eens 104 
Long-Range Planninq............................ 39 
Staff Attorneys: 
Code of Conduct ſor............................ 67 
Upgraded salary systom ſor ...................... 66 
State Justice Insuuuao............................ 25 
Student Loans; Deferral of Repayment of................ 90 
Supporting Personnel: 
Ge 33 
Fiscal Year 1990 Budget Requests for.............. 89 
Quality Step Increase Plan....................... 32,65 
Reclassification of; JSP Modifications .............. 90 
Retention of, Upon Death or 
Incapacity of ud⸗....................... 32 
Save Grade and Pay Plan ....................... 91 
Swygert, Luther M.; Memorial Resolution................ 108 
Terrorists; Removal of Alien .......................... 79 
Travel Regulations for Justices and Judges.............. 27,84 
Trustee Program; Policy Statementon.................. 9 
Uniform Numbering System; Local Rules................ 103 


123 


; 

8 

2 

: 
Stee as 


| 
! 


124 


ANNUAL REPORT 


OF THE 


DIRECTOR OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE 


OF THE 


UNITED STATES COURTS 


1988 


L. Ralph Mecham 
Director 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 
ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF THE 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE U. S. COURTS 


JUDICIAL BUSINESS 
U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Cases Under Submission 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit .... 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Workload 
Criminal Workload 
Speedy Trial Compliance 


Weighted Filings Per Authorized Judgeship .... 
Petit Jurors 
Grand Jurors 
Three-Judge Court Hearings 
Passport and Naturalization 
Other Federal Courts 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 
Special Court Established Under the 
Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 1973 .... 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 
U. S. Claims Court 
U. S. Court of International Trade 
Criminal Justice Act Appointments 
Bankruptcy Courts 
U.S. Magistrates 


Investigative Reports 
Drug, Alcohol, and Psychiatric Aftercare 
Pretrial Services 
JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND PERSONNEL 
Fiscal Year 1988 Appropriations and Expenditures . . 
Fiscal Year 1989 Appropriation Estimates 
and Allowances 
Personnel 
Status of Article Ill Judgeship Positions 
Status of Bankruptcy Judge Appointments 
Status of Magistrate Positions and Appointments .. . 


LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS ................ 56 
Legislative Action§.............. 6.0 cece eens 56 
Sentencing Related Bills .................0005. 56 
Sr 56 
Race to the Courthouse.................0500es 57 
Mandatory Supreme Court Jurisdiction........... 57 
Salary Adjustment Developments ............... 57 
Childhood Vaccine... 0.6... eee eee 59 
Legislative Proposals......................... 59 
Bankruptcy Judge and Magistrate Retirement...... 59 
Judicial Branch Improvements Act of 1987 ........ 60 
— —— —— 61 
Federal Court Study Act...............00 0c cues 61 
Voir Dire by Attorneys ............ 0c ee eee eee 62 
Diversity of Citizenship Jurisdiction Amendments . . . 62 
Judicial Office Building. ........... 0.6.6. e eee 63 
Bankruptcy Judgeships .................00005. 63 
Judicial Review of Veterans’ Claims for Benefits. . . . 64 
Anti-Drug Abuse... .. 0.0.0.0... — 64 
ean 65505 000)00 000000000088 64 
Public Affaire Activities....................0005. 65 
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ACTIVITIES................ 66 
Mission and Resources.......................4. 66 
Changes to the Administrative Office Organization . . 66 
Office of the Judicial Conference Secretariat....... 68 
Office of Planning and Evaluation............... 69 
Reorganization of the Administrative 
Services Division and Elevation of the 
Facilities Branch to Division Level.............. 69 
Court Administration Division................... 70 
Reorganization of ADP Responsibilities 
in the Administrative Office................... 70 
Court Services ....... VVV— 71 
Automatic Data Processing ..... WTTTTTTITTTT TT 71 
Courts of Appeals ................ 000 c eee, 71 
DT ceecceresererreeseeseseeses 72 
Bankruptcy Courts..................000 05. 72 
Automated Court Financial 
Management System .................... 73 
New Central Accounting System............. 73 
Probation/Pretrial Information 
Management Systems ................... 73 


Communications Systems .................005. 74 
— sense 0 es 75 
Changing Relationship With GSA ............. 75 
Long Range Planning Guidelines ............ 75 
Automated Management Information System .. . 7§ 
Review of Judicial Space Standards.......... 75 
Experiment to Operate Courthouses.......... 76 
Defining Roles and Relationships 
Among the Judicial Family................ 76 


Conversion of the Guide to Judiciary Policies 
and Procedures to Standard (8 1/2” x 11") Size . 


CC er rr 
U. S. Trustee System Transition............. 


Rules of Bankruptcy Procedure.............. 
Bankruptcy Administrator Program ........... 


û— 50 0055040000008 
Bankruptcy Clerks Manual.................. 
Bankruptcy Work Measurement Updates ...... 
Budget Decentralization....................05. 


Central Violations Bureaus..................... 
Computer-Assisted Legal Research.............. 
Court Interpreters Program .................... 
Defender ServiceS ..............0 cc cece cece 
Death Penalty Habeas Representation........ 
Project to Expedite CJA Payments ........... 
Training Program on Sentencing Guidelines... . 
Federal Defender Administrative 
and Automation Conference............... 
Electronic Sound Recording..................4. 
Equal Employment Opportunity................. 
Financial and Management Audits............... 
FERS and Its mpac i......................... 
Implementation of an Automated System 
for Financial Disclosure and Assumption 
of the Function by the Administrative Office ...... 


SSSSh& SRESESSSSSSSSIIVIIAGS 


Statistical Reporting System................ 
Support Services Provided to Magistrates...... 


= 
2 


/d¥ 


Page 

Assistance to Magistrates Concerning 
Choice of Retirement Systems............. 89 
Enea 1—— 90 
Sentencing Guidelines Implementation........ 90 
Electronic Monitoring. ............ 6660 e eee 91 
Supervision Siuch/........... . cc eens 91 
Work Measurement........... 66.0000 e eee 92 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS). . . . 92 

REPORT OF COMPLAINTS AND ACTION TAKEN 

UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 372(c)........... 96 

,.:PORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES AWARDED 
UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT..... 100 
The Equal Access to Justice Act ................. 100 
Amendment to the 1987 Report................... 100 
Summary and Analysis of 1988 Data.............. 102 

vi 

ep 


LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS 
Chart 


Appeals Commenced and Pending, 1983 through 1988 

Civil Cases Commenced, 1983 through 1988 

Types of Civil Cases Commenced, 1988 

All Criminal Cases Commenced, Terminated, 
and Pending, 1983 Through 1988 

Criminal Cases Commenced by Offense, 1988 

Unweighted and Weighted Filings, 1988 

U.S. District Courts, Petit Juror Service, 1988 

Bankruptcy Petitions Commenced, 1983 through 1988 

Duties Performed by U.S. Magistrates, 1988 

Persons Under Supervision of the Federal Probation System 
by Type of Supervision on June 30, 1988 

Personnel in the U.S. Judiciary 

Administrative Office of the United States Courts, 
Organization Chart 


Table 


S-8 
S-9 


S-10 
S-11 


S-12 
S-13 


S-14 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 


SUPPLEMENTAL TABLES 


U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Filed by Circuit Involving Administrative 


1984 Through 1988 ........... 0... cece eee 


Type of Opinion or Order Filed in Appeals 
Terminated on the Merits.................... 
Appeals Pending by Circuit and Length of 
Time as of June 30, 1988 ................... 
Appeals Under Submission More Than Three 
Months on June 30, 1987 and 1988........... 


U.S. District Courts 
Civil 


Civil Cases Filed by Origin 1979 

Through 1988 ............ ccc eee eee eee 
Recovery of Overpayments and Enforcement 

of Judgment Cases Filed.................... 
Social Security Cases Commenced.............. 
Product Liability Cases Commenced by 

Nature of Suit... 0.0.0.0... cece eee 
Civil Cases Pending by Nature of Suit as of 

June 30, 1984 Through 1988................. 
Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More 

on June 30, 1987 and 1988.................. 
Civil Cases Pending Three Years or More by 

Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit......... 


viii 


Page 


Table 


S-15 
S-16 


S-17 


S-18 


S-19 
S-20 
S-21 
S-22 
S-23 
S-24 


S-25 


S-26 
S-27 


S-28 


Criminal 


Criminal Defendants Convicted and Not 
Convicted, 1987 and 1988................... 
Status of Criminal Defendants With Cases 
ea a 
Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were 
Dismissed Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. 
——————— —— 
Defendant Terminations Within Speedy Trial 
Intervals One or Two 1986 through 1988 ....... 


Other 


Trials Completed in District Courts 

1977 Through 1988........................ 
District Judges Reporting On Cases and Motions 

Held Under Advisement Over 60 Days ......... 
Weighted and Unweighted Filings Per Authorized 

District Judgeship, 1984 Through 1988......... 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings By 

Nature of Suit, 1983 Through 1988............ 
Passport Applications and Petitions for 

Naturalization 1970, and 1980 Through 1988 .... 
Cumulative Summary of Actions Subjected to 

Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 Proceedings ...... 
Cases Transferred by Order of the Judicial 

Panel on Multidistrict Litigation ............... 


U.S. Magistrates 


Matters Handled by Full-Time, Part-Time 

and Combination Magistrates ................ 
Misdemeanor Defendants Disposed of by 

U.S. Magistrates 1984 Through 1988 .......... 
Districts With the Highest Number of 

Misdemeanors Disposed of by Magistrates...... 


ix 


Page 


Table Page 


Probation 
S-29 Probationers Received From Judges by 
Length of Term and From U.S. Magistrates...... 134 
S-30 Persons Received for Supervision by Offense...... 134 
S-31 Persons Removed From Each Type of 
Supervision for Violation 1984 Through 1988 .... 135 


TABLE OF CONTENTS 
APPENDIX TABLES 


Supreme Court of the United States 


Cases on Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining on 
Dockets At Conclusion of October Terms, 
1983 through 1987 


U.S. Courts of Appeals 


Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 
by Circuit 
Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 
by Circuit 
Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, by 
Nature of Suit or Offense 
Petitions for Review on Writ of Certiorari to the 
Supreme Court, Commenced, Terminated, 
and Pending 
Source of Appeals and Original Proceedings 
Commenced, by Circuit 1984 Through 1988 
Source of Appeals in Civil and Criminal Cases 
Median Time Intervals in Cases 
Terminated After Hearing or Submission by Circuit . . 
Appeals Terminated on the Merits, by Circuit 
Appeals Terminated by Procedural Judgments, 
by Circuit 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending, by Circuit . . 
Nature of Suit or Offense of Appeals Arising 
from the U.S. District Courts, by Circuit 


U.S. District Courts 
Civil 


Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, 
and Pending, 1987 and 1988 

Civil Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending . . 

Civil Cases Commenced, by Basis of 
Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit 


Table 
C-2A 
C-3 
C-3A 
C-3B 
C-4 


C-4A 
C-5 
C-5A 


C-5B 


C-6 


Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit, 

1984 through 1988 ... ....................... 
Civil Cases Commenced, by Nature of Suit 

EE a 
Civil Cases Pending, by Nature of Suit and District.... 
Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and District. . 
Civil Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Action 

Ch Otnhe didn edb neon tnnde tie needennenss s 
Civil Cases Terminated, by District and Action Taken . . 
Time Intervals from Filing to Disposition of Civil Cases 

Terminated, by District and Method of Disposition. . . 
Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition of Civil 

Cases Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Method 

Of Disposition..... 0.0.0.0... cece eee eee 
Time Intervals from Filing to Disposition of Civil Cases 

Terminated, by Nature of Suit and Method 

of Disposition (For Only: Land Condemnation, 

Prisoner Petitions, and Deportation Reviews)...... 
Civil Cases Pending, by District and Length of Time .. . 


Trials 


Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, by District ....... 
Length of Civil and Criminal Trials Completed, 

by Nature of Suit or Offense.................... 
Civil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 

or More DayS........... 0... ccc cee eee eee 
Time Intervals from Issue to Trial of Civil Cases ...... 


Criminal 
Cases Commenced, Terminated, and Pending, 
TN 6 6666066 000000000800 000000008 
Cases Commenced and Terminated, by District ...... 


Defendants Commenced and Terminated, by District . . 
Cases Commenced, * Major Offense, 1984 


1984 Through 1988 ..... ..................... 


xii 


Table 


E-7 


Cases Commenced (excludes transfers), by Offense 


TE SNS ER a 265 
Defendants Commenced (excludes transfers), 

by Offense and Districi....................... 273 
Defendants Disposed Of, by Type of Disposition 

ti ia on te teens 2 0 5 281 


Defendants Sentenced After Conviction, by Offense... 285 
Median Time Intervals From Filing to Disposition 


of Defendants Disposed Of, by District.......... 293 
Disposition of All Defendants Showing Type of 
Sentence, by District........................ 297 
All Cases Pending, by Major Offense and District.... 305 
All Triable Criminal Defendants Pending, 
by Major Offense and District................. 313 
Status of Defendants in Criminal Cases Pending, 
A £6 66600 05000460645000000020008 321 
Defendants Terminated in Cases Subject to the 
Speedy Trial Act.......... 0... ce cece eee eee 325 
Median Time From Conviction to Sentencing for 
Defendants Conicled....................... 327 
Federal Probation System 
Persons Under Supervision, by District, 
1984 through 1988 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. . ... 329 
Persons Received for and Removed From 
DTT cbs 66000000 4000000000 000000088 331 
Persons Under Supervision, by District............ 337 


Persons Under Supervision, by District and Offense... 340 
Probationers Received From Judges for Supervision, 

by District and Length of Term (Excludes 

Reinstatements and Transfers) ................ 346 
Persons Received for Supervision, by District 

and Offense (Excludes Reinstatements and 

Wn §4.6206005000000606006002000000 0 349 
Probationers Removed After Completion of Terms 

Imposed by Judges (Excludes Reinstatements 

I 6 6460 6400600600406066.00000808 355 
Persons Removed from Supervision Without Violation 

and With Violation Showing Violation Type 

(Excludes Reinstatements, Re-releases, and 

PKI TTT TET LTT TTT TTT Te 358 


Table 


Page 
Bankruptcy Courts 

Bankruptcy Petitions Commenced, 

Terminated, and Pending, by District............ 360 
Business and Nonbusiness Bankruptcy Code 

Petitions Commenced, by Chapter of the 

Bankruptcy Codo ......... ... ............... 364 
Adversary Proceedings Commenced, Terminated, 

and Pending Under the Bankruptcy Code........ 368 

Other Federal Courts 

U.S. Court of International Trade 

Summary of All Cases Filed and Terminated. ..... 370 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 

Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pending......... 371 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court for the Year 

Ended September 30, 1988................... 372 
Report of the U.S. Claims Court for the Year 

Ended September 30, 1988................... 373 

Pretrial Services 
Cases Activated......... 0.0.0... ccc —— —— —— 374 
PSA Interviews and Type of Bail Report ........... 378 
Release and Detention at the Initial Hearing........ 382 
Detention Hearinos....... ..................... 386 
Conditions Imposed at the Initial Hearing........... 390 
Defendants Released on Supervision............. 394 
Detention Summaꝝ ... . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ......... 398 
Bail Violations Summary ....................... 402 
Grand and Petit Jurors 

Grand Juror Service... ........ 0.0.0 cc cee eee eee 406 
Petit Juror Service on Days Jurors Were 

Selected for Trial............ 0c cece ee eee eee 408 


xiv J 47 


Table Page 
Federal Defender Organizations 
K-1 Summary of Representations, by District............ 412 
U.S. Magistrates 
M-1 Misdemeanor Cases: 
Defendants Disposed Of, by Nature of Offense 
(Excludes Petty Offenses)..................... 417 


M-1A Misdemeanor Cases: 
Defendants Disposed Of, by Nature of Offense 


+ + cc's osherseeeeseeeeeeeeess 421 
M-2 Misdemeanor Cases: 

Defendants Disposed Of, by Type of Disposition.... 425 
M-2A Misdemeanor Cases: 

Defendants Disposed Of, by Type of Disposition 

I 254000600 026000 60000008000 427 
M-3 Matters Disposed Of, Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 

es es ud 04050008 00E000 000088 430 
M-4 Criminal Proceedings and Cases Disposed Of, 

Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. 

Sections 636(B) and ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ....... 434 
M-4A _— Civil Proceedings and Cases Disposed Of, 

Pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 

++ 500060 (600b0 beaeeSeeseeeees 438 
M-5 Evidentiary Proceedings Conducted, Pursuant to 

Title 28 U.S.C. Sections 636(B) and (C) .......... 442 

Other 

P-1 Passport Applications, Petitions for Naturalization, 

and Aliens Naturalized......................5. 446 
V-1 U.S. District Courts, Service of Visiting Judges ....... 447 
V-2 U.S. Courts of Appeals, Service of Visiting Judges .... 454 
X-1 Weighted and Unweighted Filings Per Authorized 

Judgeship (Ali Criminal Cases) ................. 458 
X-1A | Weighted and Unweighted Filings Per Authorized 

Judgeship (Criminal Felony Cases Only).......... 460 
X-4 Class Action Civil Cases Pending, 

by Nature of Suit and District................... 462 


XV 


/38 


Table Page 

X-5 Class Action Civil Cases Commenced, 
by Basis of Jurisdiction and Nature of Suit......... 466 
APPENDIX Il 


Payments Under the Criminal Justice Act for the 
DE, vthvcachcckucul bb ob¥n6s0eee ete 0054 


xvi 


ANNUAL REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR 
OF THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 
UNITED STATES COURTS 
1988 


TO: Tho Chief Justice of the United States, Chairman, and Members 
of the Judicial Conference of the United States 


This report was prepared in accordance with Title 28, United 

States Code, Section 604(a)(3). It summarizes the business of the 
Federal courts and the activities of the Administrative Office of the 
United Siates Courts for the twelve-month period ended June 30, 1988. 
This report contains the following subdivisions: 

e Judicial Business 

@ Judicial Appropriations and Personnel 

® Legislation and Public Affairs 

® Administrative Office Activities 


® Report of Complaints and Action Taken 
Under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 


© Report of Fees and Expenses Awarded Under 
the Equal Access to Justice Act of 1980 

All references to “year” in this report apply to the twelve-month 

period ended June 30 of the year specified un'ess stated otherwise. 
JUDICIAL BUSINESS 

U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 

In 1988, appeals filings in the regional U.S. courts of appeals 
rose 7 percent to 37,524, continuing the rising trend reported throughout 
this decade. The national total represents 722 new filings per authorized 


three judge panei, compared to 676 last year. Filings increased in 11 of 
the 12 courts of appeals with 8 reporting significant increases of 5 


/ 


percent or more. The District of Columbia reported the largest rise in 
filings (up 22 percent) due to a 57 percent jump in administrative agency 
appeals. Most of this increase occurred in appeals from the Federal 
Labor Relations Authority (up 296 cases) and the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission (up 175 cases). In contrast, filings in the 
Second Circuit declined 2 percent due to a drop in US. civil appeals 
(down 104 cases). Summary data for appeals are provided in Tables 1 
and 2. Detailed statistics by circuit appear in the B series of Appendix 
Tables. Additional summary data are provided in Supplemental Tables 
S-1 through S-7. 


Table 1 
Appeals Commenced, Terminated, and Pending 
1981 through 1988 


Commenced 
Author- 
ized Cases 
Judge- Per | Termi- | Pend- 
Year | ships | Number} Panel | nated ing 
— 
1981....... 132 | 26,362 599 | 25,066 | 21,548 
1982....... 132 | 27,946 635 | 27,984 | 21,510 
1983....... 132 | 29,630 673 | 28,660 | 22,480 
1984....... 132 | 31,490 716 | 31,185 | 22,785 
1985....... 156 | 33,360 642 | 31,387 | 24,758 
1986....... 156 | 34,292 659 | 33,774 | 25,276 
1987....... 156 | 35,176 676 | 34,444 | 26,008 
1988....... 156 | 37,524 722 | 35,888 | 27,644 
Percent Change 
1988 over 
1987....... 0.0 6.7 6.7 4.2 6.3 


NOTE: Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 


Federal Circuit. 
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There were 32,686 appeals filed from district court decisions in 
1988, an increase of 6 percent over last year. The total number of 
appeals from other sources (administrative agencies, bankruptcy 
appeals, and original proceedings) was also up this year by 11 percent 
or 460 cases. The most significant growth in filings occurred in appeals 
of criminal cases, which jumped 14 percent (752 appeals) over last year. 
Criminal appeals had been rising at a rate of less than 3 percent per 
year since 1982. One possible factor which may have contributed to this 
increase in appeals of criminal cases is the implementation of new 
sentencing guidelines which became effective November 1, 1987. There 
have been a large number of district court opinions which have held 
some guideline issues unconstitutional while others have held the 
guidelines constitutional. Many of these rulings have been appealed. In 
addition, the statute which established the Sentencing Commission and 
the authority for the guidelines, also provided for appeals of sentences 
issued under the guidelines as well as appeals of convictions. While 
data on the exact number of appeals of sentences are difficult to identify, 
there is evidence that they are responsible for some portion of the 
increase in criminal appeals. During the past eight months, ap- 
proximately 200 appeals were reported as relating to a sentence issued 
under the guidelines. 


Table 2 
Source of Appeals 
1987 and 1988 
Percent 
Source  _—_—|_1987 | 1988 |Change_ 
CE? — 35,176 37,524 6.7 
U.S. District Courts 
A 5,260 6,012; 14.3 
EL 25,538 26,674 4.4 
Prisoner Petitions ............ 8488 9,256 9.0 
I — 4490 4,248 -5.4 
as 12,560 13,170 49 
Other Appeals 
| ee 1,040 1,153; 10.9 
Administrative Agency ........... 2,723 3,043) 11.8 
Original Proceedings.............. 615 642 4.4 


*Excludes the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 
3 


Administrative agency appeals rose 12 percent primarily due to 
the increase in filings reported in the District of Columbia Circuit. (See 
Supplemental Table S-1.) Appeals from rulings of the district courts on 
petitions of state and Federal prisoners also grew substantially this year, 
up 9 percent to a total of 9,256. Nearly 30 percent of this increase 
occurred in the Third Circuit, with most of that court’s growth involving 
petitions originating in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania. Appeals from 
civil cases, other than prisoner petitions, increased 2 percent in 1988, 
while bankruptcy appeals grew 11 percent. 


The number of appeals terminated this year climbed 4 percent to 
35,888. Eight of the 12 courts of appeals reported higher terminations 
this year. As with filings, dispositions of prisoner petitions accounted for 
a large portion of the rise in terminations. In 1988, there were 9,156 
state and Federal prisoner petitions disposed of, which was 21 percent 
more than last year. In contrast, dispositions of appeals of administra- 
tive agency decisions were 19 percent lower this year. 


Appeals terminated on the merits increased 4 percent to 19,178, 
comprising 53 percent of all dispositions. Within the merits category, 
appeals disposed of after submission without oral argument rose 7 
percent from 8,991 terminations in 1987 to 9,580 in 1988. Dispositions 
in this category have increased every year since 1985 and now account 
for halt of all appeals terminated on the merits. The largest increases in 
appeals terminated after submission without oral argument were re- 
ported in the Third Circuit (up 312 cases) and the Fifth Circuit (up 229 
cases). Appeals terminated on the merits after oral argument increased 
only slightly (less than 1 percent) in 1988 to 9,598 dispositions. The 
percentage of cases decided after oral argument varied widely among 
the individual courts ranging from a high of 82 percent in the Second 
Circuit to a low of 30 percent in the Fifth Circuit. See Supplemental 
Table S-2, for additional information on appeals disposed of after oral 
hearing, and S-3 for more data on appeals terminated on the merits. 


Supplemental Table S-4 provides data on total case participa- 
tions in appeals terminated on the merits. Of the 58,714 case participa- 
tions reported during 1988, 83 percent were recorded by resident active 
circuit judges; the same percentage as a year ago. The proportion of 
case participations by resident senior circuit judges and by visiting 
judges also remained steady at 10 percent and 7 percent, respectively. 
Approximately half of all opinions or orders filed in cases terminated on 
the merits are written, unsigned and reasoned. Reasoned opinions 
expound on the law as applied to the facts of an individual case and 
explain the rationale upon which final judgment is based. Written 
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opinions signed by an individual judge accounted for another 38 percent 
of all opinions or orders. Supplemental Table S-5 provides a summary, 
by circuit, of the type of opinion or order filed. 


There were 14,012 appeals terminated procedurally during 
1988, up 6 percent over last year. Procedural dispositions by judges 
Climbed 8 percent, while procedural dispositions by court staff rose 4 
percent. For appeals procedurally terminated by judges, the largest 
increase was in dispositions for jurisdictional defects (up 302 cases). 
The largest increase in procedural terminations by court staff was 
recorded for defaulted cases (up 350 cases). Defaults occurred be- 
cause the appellant failed to prosecute the appeals in a timely fashion, 
failed to comply with Federal or local rules, or failed to abide by a court 
order. 


The number of appeals pending nationwide reached 27,644 on 
June 30, 1988, up 6 percent from last year. All but three of the circuits 
reported an increase in their pending caseloads. The number of appeals 
pending one or more years declined more than 10 percent to 4,984, but 
still accounted for 18 percent of the total pending caseload. Supplemen- 
tal Table S-6 provides by circuit, the length of time appeals had been 
pending in the courts of appeals on June 30, 1988. 


Cases Under Submission 


Judges of the 13 courts of appeals and the Temporary Emer- 
gency Court of Appeals reported 1,028 cases under submission over 90 
days for the quarter ended June 30, 1988. This was a decrease of 135 
Cases or 12 percent from the 1,163 cases reported for the same quarter 
in 1987. Cases awaiting additional memoranda, briefs, or an opinion in 
another case are not included in this report. Included are cases in which 
the proposed opinion is being circulated to panel members for comment, 
or a concurring or dissenting opinion is being written. The Ninth Circuit 
had the largest number of cases under submission with 191 cases. Four 
of the courts of appeals reported an increase in the number of cases 
held under submission at the end of June 1988, compared to the 
previous year when six courts of appeals reported increases. Eight 
courts reported a decrease; and two courts remained constant. The 
greatest decrease was in the Tenth Circuit which reported 57 fewer 
cases than in 1987. Data for each circuit are provided in Supplemental 
Table S-7. 


6 / $5 


— 


U.S. COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE FEDERAL CIRCUIT 


The number of appeals filed in the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit declined 4 percent this year to 1,296 compared to 1,351 
last year. Leading the decrease was a drop of 21 percent in appeals 
from decisions of the Merit Systems Protection Board (MSPB). Even 
with the drop, appeals from the MSPB accounted for more than 40 
percent of the appeals filed in the court this year. Filings from all but one 
other source increased this year, with appeals from district courts up 22 
percent to 301. Requests for writs of mandamus and other petitions for 
review fell from 63 last year to 36 this year. 


The number of cases terminated by the court declined 15 
percent this year to 1,337. This reduced level of case closings resulted 
from a decrease of 25 percent in terminations of MSPB appeals. 
Terminations still exceeded filings, therefore, the number of appeals 
pending in this court on June 30 dipped to 658 from 699 at the end of 
last year. Appendix Table G-2 contains detailed data for the U.S. Court 
of Appeals for the Federal Circuit. 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
Civil Workload 


In 1988, civil filings and civil terminations rose marginally, less 
than one percent compared to 1987. The number of civil cases filed and 
terminated declined in 1987, but this year’s increases are indicative of a 
slight but steady turnabout. The civil pending caseload increased at a 
rate equal to that of last year, which was also less than one percent. 
Civil filings increased by 449 cases, from 239,185 in 1987 to 239,634 in 
1988. There were 417 filings per authorized judgeship. The number of 
civil Cases terminated increased by 752 cases, from 238,001 in 1987 to 
238,753 in 1988. The average number of dispositions per authorized 
judgeship was 415. The civil pending caseload rose from 243,361 to 
244,242, or 425 pending cases per authorized judgeship. Table 3 
summarizes the civil workload, highlighting two of the most significant 
Categories of civil cases, recovery of overpayments and enforcement of 
judgments and social security claims, from 1979 to 1988. Those two 
Categories are discussed below. Detailed data on civil cases filed, 
terminated, and pending are shown in Appendix Tables C through C-6. 
Additional summary data are provided in Supplemental Tables S-8 
through S-14. 
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“Figures revised slightly from last year's publication. 


A breakdown of civil filings by jurisdiction reveals increases in 
cases involving the U.S. government as the defendant, federal question, 
diversity of citizenship, and local question (cases filed in the U.S. 
territorial courts). Only cases involving the U.S. government as a plaintiff 
decreased, from 42,683 to 37,728 or 12 percent. Those filed against the 
U.S. increased from 29,396 to 31,348, a rise of 7 percent. In total, suits 
involving private matters increased from 167,106 to 170,558. Nearly 60 
percent of all private cases ‘ied in 1988 cite a federal question in 
controversy. Federal question suits rose from 99,393 to 101,710. 
Matters deriving jurisdiction from diversity of citizenship increased from 
67,125 to 68,224 cases, up 2 percent over last year. Table 4 is a 
summary of the number of civil cases filed, by jurisdiction, during each 
year ended June 30, 1979 through 1988. 


Table 4 
U.S. District Courts 
Civil Cases Filed By Jurisdiction 
During the Twelve Month Periods Ended 
June 30, 1979 through 1988 


U.S. Cases Private Cases 


Diver- 
Fed- sity 
eral of Local 
Plain- | Defend-; Ques- | Citizen-| Juris- 
Year Total tiff ant tion ship | diction 


1979....... 154,666 | 31,003 24,637/ 63,221 34,491 1,114 
1980....... 168,789 | 39,810 23,618) 64,926 39,315 918 
1981....... 180,576 | 37,598 24,247| 72,514 45,444 773 
1982....... 206,193 | 48,668 26,905/ 79,197 50,555 668 
1983....... 241,842 | 59,922 35,661| 87,935 57,421 683 
1984....... 261,485 | 64,814 47,053; 92,062 56,856 700 
1988....... 273,670 | 79,371 36,117| 94,467 61,101 614 
1986....... 254,828 | 60,779 31,051) 98,747 63,672 579 
1987....... 239,185 | 42,683 29,396) 99,393 67,125 568 
1988....... 239,634 | 37,728 31,348/101,710 68,224 624 


Percent Change 
1988 over 


Fluctuations in the number of filings for recovery of overpay- 
ments of veterans’ benefits (VA cases), defaulted student loans, and 
social security disability insurance claims have determined whether the 
Civil filings caseload will rise or fall from year to year. In 1988, VA cases 
decreased from 21,029 to 14,187 (33 percent). In contrast, defaulted 
student loan cases increased from 2,061 to 3,541 (72 percent), and 
social security disability cases increased from 10,035 to 11,412, or 14 
percent. The combined totals of all of the cases filed in these categories 
comprise 42 percent of all civil cases involving the U.S. government and 
12 percent of the entire civil filings caseload. Since 1982, cases involv- 
ing claims for Social Security benefits and cases involving the recovery 
of overpayments and enforcement of judgments have accounted for 23 
percent of all civil filings. These cases reached a peak level of 77,931 
Civil filings (28 percent of the total) in 1985 and dropped to 33,828 in 
1988. Large declines in these two types of cases were responsible for 
the decline in total cases filed in 1986 and 1987, just as significant gains 
in these categories produced large increases in earlier years. Exclusive 
of these two case types, civil filings have increased steadily throughout 
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the 1980's. In 1986 and 1987, when total civil filings fell significantly, 
filings exclusive of social security and recovery cases increased by 2 and 
1 percent, respectively. Supplemental Tables S-9 and S-10 provide 
additional data, by district, on recovery of overpayments and enforce- 
ment of judgment filings and Social Security Act filings. 


In addition to the rise in defaulted student loan cases and social 
security disability income claims, there was also a sizable increase in 
asbestos personal injury product liability cases. They increased by 
2,939 filings, from 7,776 to 10,715. Even though asbestos filings 
increased significantly, almost one-fifth or 1,933 filings were reopened 
cases, with more than 1,500 reopened in the Northern District of Ohio. 
Other notable increases occurred in matters withdrawn from bankruptcy 
courts (up 845 cases to 1,441); prisoner civil rights petitions (up 705 
cases to 24,421); matters related to interstate commerce (up 627 cases 
to 1,694); and labor suits filed under the Employee Retirement Income 
Security Act or ERISA (up 625 cases to 6,704). 


There were significant decreases in filings for several case 
types. The most outstanding, aside from the drop in VA cases, were 
personal injury product liability excluding asbestos (from 5,478 to 4,542); 
negotiable instruments (from 4,265 to 3,585); and marine personal injury 
(from 3,641 to 3,061). Supplemental Table S-11 highlights detailed data 
on product liability filings in 1988. Additional information on civil filings 
by case type, in 1987 and 1988, is provided in Table C-2. 


The rise in civil terminations from 238,001 in 1987 to 238,753 in 
1988, was highlighted by increases in dispositions for asbestos product 
liability cases and social security disability insurance cases. Disposition 
activity in both areas increased from 3,369 to 7,901 cases and 9,414 to 
10,673 cases, respectively. The largest decrease in terminations was in 
VA cases, which fell from 24,678 to 16,051. Though not as great in 
number, there were also significant decreases in marine contract cases 
(from 4,727 to 3,749); labor management relations cases (from 3,658 to 
3,170); and marine personal injury, cases (from 4,255 to 3,818). 


The median time from filing to disposition, excluding land 
condemnation cases, prisoner petitions, and deportation reviews, 
remained constant at eight months from 1987 to 1988. The lowest 
median time, three months, was recorded for recovery of overpayments 
and diversity real property cases. Excluding those cases terminated in 
the U.S. territorial courts, the longest median time for any single cate- 
gory was 16 months for private antitrust suits. 
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TYPES OF CIVIL CASES COMMENCED [77] Ore Statstory Actions 
1988 Torts 


TOTAL CIVIL CASES: 239,634 
State Prisoner Petitions: 14.1 


Federal Prisoner Petitions: 2.1 


Civil Rights: 6.1 


Social Security: 6. 


\) 
ä 


asbestos Product Liability: 4.5% 


TPO. 


Labor Laws: 5. 


Recovery of Overpaymenis and 
o Uns: Enforcement of Judgments: 7.6% 


iS 


Other Statutory Actions: 12. 


» ».°.9, Ta 0 Contract Actions: 18.4% 


Civil cases pending as of June 30, 1988 increased from 243,361 
to 244,242, less than one-half percent. The largest decreases in the 
pending caseload were in VA cases (from 7,378 to 5,517); personal 
injury product liability, excluding asbestos (from 9,769 to 8,994); and 
marine personal injury (from 4,848 to 4,087). Pending asbestos per- 
sonal injury product liability cases increased far more than any other 
type, from 19,467 to 22,358. There were also significant increases in 
social security disability insurance cases (from 9,476 to 10,217); prisoner 
civil rights petitions (from 20,965 to 21,639); and habeas corpus petitions 
(from 8,025 to 8,580). See Supplemental Table S-12 for more informa- 
tion on civil cases pending by nature of suit. 


The number of civil cases pending three years or more as of 
June 30, 1988 was 21,487, or 9 percent higher than last year. Three- 
year-old pending cases comprised 9 percent of the overall pending 
caseload. Almost one-fourth of all three-year-old pending cases were 
asbestos personal injury product liability suits. Such cases increased 14 
percent, from 4,440 to 5,063. Other large categories included prisoner 
civil rights (1,917); personal injury product liability excluding asbestos 
(1,908); land condemnation (1,184); employment civil rights (1,004); and 
securities, commodities, and exchanges (1,003). More data on three- 
year-old pending cases are provided in Appendix Table C-6 and Sup- 
plemental Tables S-13 and S-14. 


Criminal Workload 


Criminal case filings continued to grow in 1988, as they have 
throughout the 1980’s (see Table 5). Total case filings reached 44,585 
this year, but the 3 percent increase was the smallest since 1984. The 
number of criminal! filings per authorized judgeship rose to 78. Cases 
filed this year involved 61,119 defendants, 4 percent more than in 1987. 
The ratio of defendants per case remained at approximately 1.4. 
Detailed data by district for criminal cases and defendants can be found 
in the D Tables of the Appendix. 


The overall increase in criminal filings this year resulted from 
substantial increases in several offense categories. Cases involving 
drug related offenses overall rose by 16 percent to 10,291. Cases 
involving non-prescription drugs such as heroin and cocaine rose by 17 
percent while those cases related to marihuana violations increased by 
13 percent. In 11 districts, filings involving non-prescription drugs 
comprised more than 25 percent of the courts’ criminal filings. Since 
1984, drug cases have risen by nearly 84 percent. Filings for immigra- 
tion offenses were also up substantially this year, by 16 percent, to 
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Table 5 
Criminal Cases Filed, Terminated, and Pending 


1981 through 1988 
Commenced’ 
hor- Cases 
ized Per 
Judge- Judge- |Termi- | Pend- 
Year | ships | Number! ship | nated ing 
1981....... 516 | 31,328 61 | 30,221 | 15,866 
1982....... 515 | 32,682 63 | 31,889 | 16,659 
1983....... 515 | 35,913 70 | 33,985 | 18,587 
1984....... 515 | 36,845 72 | 35,494 | 19,938 
1985....... 575 | 39,500 69 | 37,139 | 22,299 
1986....... 575 | 41,490 72 | 39,328 | 24,453 °° 
1987....... 575 | 43,292 75 | 42,287 | 25,263 °* 
1988....... 575 | 44,585 78 | 42,115 | 27,733 
Percent Change 
1988 over 
1987....... 0.0 3.0 4.0 -0.4 9.8 


"Includes transfers. 
**Revised 


1,894. More than 60 percent of these filings were in the border districts 
of California, Southern; Texas, Southern; Texas, Western; Florida, 
Southern and in Puerto Rico. Related cases involving passport fraud 
rose from 144 cases last year to 354 cases this year, while cases of 
false claims and statements increased 21 percent to 1,672. The bulk of 
the filings for passport fraud came from Puerto Rico, which accounted 
for 58 percent of these cases. Sex offenses, which represent a very 
small portion of the overall criminal caseload, with only 511 filings, rose 
43 percent this year. Since 1984, sex offenses prosecuted in the district 
courts have more than tripled. 


There were also several offense categories with substantial 
declines this year. Forgery cases declined 31 percent to 1,145, continu- 
ing the decrease reported last year. There were also 186 fewer em- 
bezzlement cases filed this year, down 8 percent to 2,067, which was 
contrary to last year’s 11 percent growth. Cases involving postal fraud, 
which rose significantly last year, were lower by 21 percent in 1988. See 
Appendix Tables D, D-1, D-2, and D-3 for additional data on criminal 
filings in district courts. 
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Criminal case terminations had increased progressively through- 
out this decade. In 1988, however, total case closings fell slightly to 
42,115. The majority of the case closings this year related to drug laws, 
drunk driving and traffic, fraud, or larceny and theft. Most (5,084) of the 
case dispositions for defendants charged with traffic or drunk driving 
violations were in Georgia, Middle (1,625); Hawaii (1,565); Virginia, 
Eastem (1,197) and Washington, Westem (683). In each of these 
districts, drunk driving or traffic offense violators accounted for more than 
40 percent of the terminations. Most of the terminations in Hawaii were 
dismissals or transfer of cases from the district court statistical system to 
the CVB system. 


There were 52,791 defendants in the 42,115 cases closed this 
year. More than 81 percent (42,902) of these defendants were con- 
victed. This conviction rate is almost identical to the rate reported last 
year. Guilty pleas (36,917) accounted for 86 percent of the convictions 
and jury verdicts accounted for almost 10 percent. (See Appendix Table 
D-4.) Imprisonment sentences were imposed in 52 percent of the 
convictions. The average term for regular prison sentences was 65.9 
months. Probation sentences averaged 34 months for the 16,057 
defendants who were sentenced to a term of supervision without a 
prison sentence. Approximately 10 percent of the defendants, mostly 
drunk driving and traffic violators, were fined. (See Appendix Table D-5.) 


The average time from filing to disposition for all defendants 
whose cases were closed this year was 3.6 months. Jury trials required 
the greatest length of time with a median of 5.7 months, while disposi- 
tions by court trial showed a median of less than 1 month. Appendix 
Table D-6 provides, by district, median time from filing to disposition of a 
defendant's case. 


Overall, the number of cases pending this year increased nearly 
10 percent to 27,733 reflecting increases from 50 to 140 percent in 9 
districts. Cases pending increased in 73 district courts yet decreased in 
20. The overall increase resulted from the decrease in the number of 
cases Closed this year (less than 1 percent compared with the 7 percent 
increase last year) coupled with a 3 percent increase in the volume of 
filings. There were 41,809 defendants in pending cases, Of this total, 
47 percent were reported as triable. Defendants awaiting sentencing 
increased 26 percent this year and accounted for 15 percent of the 
defendants pending on June 30. The number of fugitives in cases 
pending was up 10 percent to 15,079 from 13,761 last year. More than 
a third of the defendants in cases pending were fugitives. (See Sup- 
plemental Table 16.) Appendix Table D-8 provides, by district and major 
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ALL CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, 
TERMINATED, AND PENDING 
1983 THROUGH 1988 
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Corr) Cases Terminated 
2773 Cases Pending 
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CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED BY OFFENSE 
1988 


TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES: 43,503 


Larceny and Theft: 8.1 
Homicide, Robbery, Assault, and Burglary: 5. 


9 
titi 
All Others: 6.4 ahahaha mbezziement and Fraud: 21.7% 
TETe4 
ati 
itt y) 
Hit RR 
i= 444. 
ti RRA 
, NS 
7. 
CORRE RRR EEE, 25 
eighth pene aan cal to Theft: 0.7% 
Drunk Driving and Traffic: 17.6 55 Ph 555 orgery and Counterteiting: 3.8% 
— ntrolied Substances: 2.3% 
Escape:* 2.0 
3 arcotics: 13.7% 
Weapons and Firearms: 4.7 E 
Immigration: 4.4 


rihuana: 7.7% 


“Escape from custody, aiding or abetting an escape, failure to appear in court, and bail jumping. 


Note: All figures exclude transfers 
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offense category, the number of cases pending this year. Appendix 
Table D-10 provides data on the status of pending defendants in U.S. 
district courts. 


Speedy Trial Compliance 


This year, only five cases were dismissed pursuant to Speedy 
Trial sanctions (Title 18 USC Section 3161(a)). In Vermont, one defen- 
dant’s case was dismissed during the First Interval ( from arrest to 
indictment) with prejudice (W/P). New York, Eastern; New York, 
Western; Florida, Southern and Califomia, Eastern each had one case 
dismissed without prejudice (W/O) during the Second Interval (from 
indictment to trial). The number of defendants whose cases were 
dismissed under the Speedy Trial sanctions decreased 15 cases or 75 
percent this year from 20 cases reported in 1987. 


Of the 17,599 defendants to whom Interval | applied, 96 percent 
were indicted or informations were filed in 30 days or less after arrest. 
Defendants to whom Interval || applied totaled 48,674 of which 95 
percent or 46,323 defendants trial began or plead guilty in 70 days or 
less. (Supplemental Table 18.) Appendix Table D-11 provides by 
district, the number of defendants to whom Interval | or Interval II of the 
Speedy Trial Act applied and the number of defendants whose cases 
were processed in compliance with those intervals. 


There are no statutory time limits (or sanctions) for Interval Ill, 
the time from conviction to sentencing. However, the Committee on the 
Administration of the Criminal Law of the Judicial Conference has 
recommended a 45 day limit for this interval. This year, of the 42,793 
convictions for defendants to whom Speedy Trial applied, nearly half of 
the defendants were sentenced in 45 days or less. For those whose 
sentencing time exceeded 45 days, the median sentencing time was 66 
days. The overall median for all defendants was 46 days, 4 days more 
than last year. Included in this sentencing period is time for study and 
observation, presentence report preparation or apprehension of fugi- 
tives. Appendix Table D-12 shows the median time for defendants in 
compliance with and exceeding the recommended 45 day sentencing 
period. 


Trials 
For the purposes of this report, a trial is considered to be a 


contested proceeding before a court or jury where evidence is intro- 
duced. During 1988, a total of 19,901 trials were completed by U.S. 
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district judges, virtually unchanged from last year. Civil trials (jury and 
nonjury) dropped by 626 (5 percent), but criminal trials climbed by 542 
trials (8 percent), offsetting the decline in civil trials. Of the 7,365 
criminal trials, 4,150 (56 percent) were tried by jury, the largest number 
of jury trials since 1977. The ratio of jury trials continues to rise slowly 
and is now 48 percent of all trials. Data on the number of civil and 
criminal trials completed in the U.S. district courts from 1977 through 
1988 are provided in Supplemental Table S-19. 


Trials lasting 4 days or more decreased during the year, drop- 
ping 4 percent from 5,137 in 1987 to 4,924 in 1988. Trials which lasted 
4 to 9 days decreased by 157 and the remaining long trials (those lasting 
10 to 19 days, and those 20 days and over) decreased by 38 and 18, 
respectively. Trials which continued for 20 days or more dropped during 
the year to 204 trials; more than 52 percent of these were civil trials. 
The majority of long trials involved drug (23 trials) and fraud offenses (32 
trials). A total of 96 out of the 97 longest criminal trials were held before 
a jury, with New York, Southern again reporting the longest criminal trial, 
an extortion, racketeering, and threats case which lasted 169 days. The 
longest civil trial was a nonjury personal injury/product liability case 
which lasted 185 days. 


During 1988, the overall median time interval from issue to trial 
in civil cases Completed in the U.S. district courts remained unchanged 
for the eighth straight year at 14 months, with the median for nonjury 
trials increasing to 14 and the median for jury trials declining to 14. 
Detailed trials data for the U.S. district courts are provided in Appendix 
Tables C-7 through C-10. 


Cases and Motions Under Advisement 


For the quarter ended June 30, 1988, U.S. district court judges 
reported a total of 2,629 cases and motions under advisement over 60 
days. This figure is 3 percent above the number reported for the same 
quarter in 1987 and does not include matters awaiting additional 
memoranda or briefs or cases assigned to a special master. For this 
quarter, 690 judges (including 156 senior judges) reported, an increase 
of 1 percent over the number of judges reporting for the same quarter 
last year. Forty-eight percent of the reporting judges had cases and 
motions under advisement over 60 days for an average of eight per 


judge. 


The circuits with the largest numbers of cases and motions 
under advisement were the Sixth, the Seventh, and the Eleventh. As 
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shown in Supplemental Table S-20, a total of 438 cases and motions 
had been held more than one year on June 30, 1988. 


Weighted Filings Per Authorized Judgeship 


While raw filings remained virtually the same at 467 per 
judgeship in 1988, weighted filings rose slightly (1 percent) and also 
reached 467 per judgeship. (See Supplemental Table S-21). The 
individual districts ranged from a low of 214 weighted filings per 
judgeship in Vermont to a high of 957 in lowa, Southern. Asbestos 
personal injury product liability suits accounted for more than half of 
lowa, Southern’s weighted filings. Nationally, the overall increase in 
weighted iilings occurred because rises in higher weighted cases such 
as asbestos suits (up 2,939 cases) and drug prosecutions (up 1,421 
cases) more than offset declines in bw weighted cases such as recovery 
of overpayments of veterans’ benefits (down 6,842 cases). 


Appendix Tables X-1 (includes all civil and criminal cases) and 
X-1A (excludes misdemeanor cases) provide, by district, weighted and 
unweighted filings per authorized judgeship. For a further discussion of 
the weighted caseload and its history in the Federal courts, see the 1980 
Annual Report of the Director. 


Petit Jurors 


As shown in Table 6, total petit jury trial days declined less than 
1 percent in 1988 to 44,224 after several years of increases. Contrary to 
this decline, the total number of juror days (which includes days serving 
on trials, selection days, and travel days) climbed 3 percent to 750,679. 
Just under 50 percent of these juror days were needed for selection of 
jurors. The remainder were primarily jurors who were continuing service 
on a previously selected jury. Of those jurors present for jury selection, 
30 percent were selected while 36 percent were challenged. Nearly 34 
percent of those present for jury selection were not selected or chal- 
lenged. This was a slight increase over the percentage reported in 
1987, but approximately the same as that reported in 1986. The not 
selected or challenged category includes many jurors summoned to 
ensure sufficient jurors for anticipated challenges which were, in fact, 
never exercised. The average number of jurors present for jury selection 
rose to almost 33 this year compared to 31 and 32 in 1987 and 1986, 
respectively. Table 6 provides a summary of petit juror activity for the 
last six years. 
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Conwact Cases: 44,136 (16.5%) 
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Table 6 


National Petit Juror Service 
1963 twough 1966 ae ee ok 
Service 19863 | 1964 | 1985 | 1000 | 1967 | 1968 
— + — — — 4 — — *— — — — — — 
Gvereit Jura: Service 

a 37,589 90,572 40,289 41,945 “4511 44 224 
ke 440 424 42.7 459 42.9 440 
OO TTT AAT 560 576 $7.3 541 57.1 56.0 
BUFO DAYB oo cccssssssssesusseiunsmsennnee 640577 606,942 676,140 705,819 732,000 750,679 
Percent Selected of Sening 64 6 646 65.4 65.9 667 653 
Percerd oo 160 165 16.9 16.9 17.3 176 

Percent Not Selected, 
Serving or Challenged Boo... 19.4 189 17.7 172 16.0 7.1 
Average Jurors Per Day of Th... 17.0 16.9 16.6 163 16.4 170 

— — —4⸗æ — — — a. 
Jury Selection Day 

Jurors Present for Vol OW) un. 316,821 328,355 328,360 338022 344863 362,304 
ee 1 w1 4 205 311 299 
Percort Cdeeeee 32.4 336 48 36.2 360 6 284 
Percent Not Selected or Challenged......... 37.4 %3 “8 43 32.1 337 
Number of Juries Selected ............. neccgiamaens 9,769 10,162 10,257 10,567 11,074 11,078 
Average Jurors Present for Jury Selection. _. 32.4 32.3 32.0 32.0 311 327 


* Each juror ts counted for each day serving, waiting at the courthouse lo serve, or in travel 
** inctudes jurors in travel status. 


Note: Dashes indicate comparable data not available. 


Appendix Table J-2 summarizes, by district, jury selection day 
activity during 1988. Attention continues to focus on the not selected or 
challenged category. Despite the overall increase in the percentage of 
jurors not selected or challenged, 41 districts improved (reduced) their 
percentage in this category. The largest improvement (27 percentage 
points) was reported in West Virginia, Northern because of the concen- 
trated efforts of the courts’ judges. These efforts led to the use of the 
multiple voir dire method of selecting jurors whenever possible; the 
Calling of smaller panels of jurors for jury selection; and fewer last minute 
cancellations of jury selections, all of which improved petit juror usage. 
Four other districts improved their percentage in the not selected or 
serving category by at least 10 percentage points. 


In an effort to further reduce the number of jurors not selected or 
challenged, many courts have enacted local rules allowing the assess- 
ment of juror costs when cases settle after prospective jurors have 
arrived at court. During 1988, a total of 38 districts assessed juror costs 
on at least one occasion. A total of $99,472 covering the costs of 2,004 
jurors was returned to the general revenue funds of the U.S. Treasury. 
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United States District Courts 


PETIT JUROR SERVICE 
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Note Tourty three people ave pactured because the average number of pwore presert tor pry estection in 1688 wes 32 7 


SELECTED OR SERVING ~ 29.0% 
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South Carolina reported the highest percentage of jurors 
selected (62 percent) due, in large part, to its extensive use of multiple 
voir dire. This is illustrated by the fact that out of 339 juries selected in 
this district, only 11 trials (3 percent) began on the same day the jury 
was selected. In sharp contrast, because of a large number of highly 
publicized trials and last minute cancellations of jury selections, New 
York, Southern reported the lowest percentage of jurors selected with 19 
percent. Further juror data, including estimated juror expenditures, will 
appear in the 1988 Grand and Petit Juror Service in the U.S. District 
Courts report. 


Grand Jurors 


Grand juror activity declined for the fourth year in 1988, partly 
because U.S. attorneys continue to make more efficient use of the 
system. The number of grand juries serving declined to 764, compared 
to 787 serving last year. As a result, there were decreases of 2 percent 
in the number of sessions convened, jurors serving and hours in ses- 
sion. The number of cases filed by indictment in district courts dropped 
by 236 (1 percent), which was the first decrease since 1980. Despite 
these declines, the number of defendants indicted this year rose 1 
percent as 3.58 defendants were indicted per session; this is the highest 
average since 1978. A 16 percent rise in drug cases, many of which 
have multiple defendants, appears to have contributed to the overall 
increase in defendants indicted per session. Table 7 provides a sum- 
mary of grand jury activity for the last eight years. 


Table 7 
National Grand Juror Statistics 
1981 through 1968 
Jurors Hours Proceedings Defendants 
Commenced Indicted 
by indictment 
Juries | Sessions Average Average Average 
Serv- Con- Per Per Deten- Per 
Year ing eNO Total | Session Total Session; Cases darts Session 
1961... 738 10,997 219,860 200 58,278 53 17,245 27,367 2.4 
1962... 73 10,508 210,213 20.0 55,569 5.3 18,462 29,385 2.80 
1983... 732 11,157 222,980 200 56,769 53 20,108 31,742 2.85 
1964... 741 11,804 232,844 19.7 61,425 52 20,866 33,781 2.66 
1985... 762 11,584 228,785 19.8 61,435 §3 21,670 3,121 3.03 
1986... 792 11,364 223,066 19.7 60,506 53 23,372 37,757 3.32 
1967... 787 11,011 216,285 19.6 59335 54 24,090 38,322 3.48 
1988... 764 10,817 211,610 19.6 58,109 54 23,854 38,716 3.58 
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Appendix Table J-1 summarizes, by district, grand jury activity 
during 1988. The overall decrease in grand jury activity was due, in 
large part, to substantial declines in the number of sessions convened in 
New York, Southem (down 104 sessions) and Massachusetts (down 90 
sessions). Both of these districts reported declines of more than 24 
percent in the number of criminal cases filed which explains their iarge 
drop in grand jury usage. New York, Southern still recorded the most 
activity, however, with 929 sessions convened, 17,981 jurors in session, 
and 3,772 hours in session. Together, the three busiest districts in terms 
of the number of grand jury sessions (New York, Southern; Florida, 
Southern; and New York, Eastern) accounted for more than 20 percent 
of all the grand jury sessions convened during 1988. 


Three-Judge Court Hearings 


Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2284 requires that a district court of three 
judges be designated by the chief judge of the circuit to hear cases 
Challenging the apportionment of congressional districts or statewide 
legislative bodies and other actions required by statute. Designation of a 
three-judge district court is often requested for cases involving voting 
and other civil rights issues. The number of three-judge court hearings 
has dropped dramatically since legislation was passed in January 1975 
and in August 1976 limiting requirements for designation of three-judge 
courts. In 1975, there were 267 hearings, while there were onlv “5 
hearings by three-judge district courts in 1988. This year’s to:al 
sents a slight decline from the 20 hearings reported in 1987. As . A 
years, the majority of hearings in 1988 involved voting right: ‘=. 3s. 
Hearings in reapportionment cases rose from one in 1987 to five in 
1988. See Supplemental Table S-22 for information on hearings over 
the last six years. 


Passport and Naturalization 


The number of passport applications accepted by the US. 
district courts has followed a consistent pattern of decline for the past 18 
years. The declining numbers are due to the fact that most processing 
of passports is done in specially designated post offices, regional 
passport offices and state courts. In 1988, a total of 9 district courts 
processed 692 passport applications. Compared to the survey of 1987, 
an additional 4 district courts processed passport applications; however, 
the total number processed was down slightly (less than 1 percent) from 
the 696 applications reported in the prior year. The Western District of 
Michigan processed 523 applications or 76 percent of all passports 
processed by U.S. district courts in 1988. 
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During the past year, the Immigration and Naturalization Service 
(INS) continued its goal of encouraging and facilitating certification of 
citizenship. All U.S. district courts are designated as naturalization 
courts and are empowered to award U.S. citizenship. In 1988, a total of 
243,039 petitions were filed for naturalization and 252,742 aliens were 
naturalized in the U.S. district courts. Compared to 1987, petitions for 
naturalization rose 11 percent (up 23,346 petitions), while the number of 
persons naturalized decreased by 8,143 or 3 percent. 


Supplemental Table S-23 summarizes passport and naturaliza- 
tion statistics for selected years between 1970 and 1988. Appendix 
Table P-1 provides this data by district for 1988. 


OTHER FEDERAL COURTS 
Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 


The Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals (TECA) began 
operating on December 22, 1971. This court litigates all appeals from 
the U.S. district courts in cases arising under Section 4(e) of the Eco- 
nomic Stabilization Act of 1971, the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act 
of 1973, the Energy Policy and Conservation Act of 1975, and the 
Emergency Natural Gas Act of 1977. 


Although TECA’s workload remained light in 1988, filings 
increased slightly over last year. There were 17 appeals filed during 
1988 compared to only 11 appeals in 1987. In contrast, terminations 
dropped substantially, down 22 cases to 10 appeals. Since filings 
outnumbered terminations, the pending caseload nearly doubled, rising 
to 16 appeals on June 30, 1988. 


Special Court Established Under the 
Regional Rail Reorganization Act of 1973 


The Special Court was established by the Regional Rail Reor- 
ganization Act of 1973 (Rail Act). Under the Rail Act, the court’s primary 
role is to determine the value of properties transferred by seven principal 
bankrupt railroads and numerous other transferor railroads in the 
Northeast and Midwest regions. The Rail Act also provides exclusive 
jurisdiction over certain civil actions enumerated in Section 209(e). 


In August 1981, the Northeast Rail Service Act of 1981 (NRSA) 


was enacted as Subtitle E of Title X! of the Omnibus Budget Reconcilia- 
tion Act of 1981. Section 1152(a) of NRSA provides additional exclusive 
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jurisdiction in the Special Court. A considerable amount of litigation 
speedily arose and, in May 1982, pursuant to Section 1152(d) of NRSA, 
the Judicial Panel on Multtidistrict Litigation assigned three additional 
judges to the Special Court to handle litigation under NRSA. In October 
1986, the Conrail Privatization Act was enacted as Subtitle A of Title IV 
of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1986. Subsections 4025(b) 
and 4033(c)(1)(A) provide additional exclusive jurisdiction in the Special 
Court. The court is presently divided into two panels of three judges 
each, with one member of the Court sitting on both panels. The General 
Panel exercises jurisdiction found in the Rail Act, while the Section 1152 
Panel exercises jurisdiction over the cases arising under NRSA and 
under the Conrail Privatization Act. 


In proceedings arising under its original and exclusive jurisdic- 
tion, the Special Court reported 1 case filed and 9 cases terminated 
during the year, leaving 18 civil actions and 8 miscellaneous matters 
pending as of June 30, 1988. The one new case filed during 1988 was 
based on jurisdiction under Section 1152(a) of NRSA. Also, all 18 civil 
actions pending are NRSA cases. 


Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation 


The Judicial Panel on Muttidistrict Litigation acted upon 862 civil 
actions pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 1407 during the twelve-month 
period ended June 30, 1988. The Panel transferred 358 cases originally 
filed in 62 different district courts to 23 transferee districts for inclusion in 
coordinated or consolidated pretrial proceedings with 504 actions 
already pending in the transferee districts. The Panel denied transfer of 
44 actions. 


Since creation of the Panel in 1968, there have been 16,788 civil 
actions centralized for pretrial proceedings. As of June 30, 1988, a total 
of 14,636 actions had been remanded for trial, reassigned within the 
transferee district or terminated in the transferee court. At the end of this 
year, there were 2,152 actions pending throughout 35 transferee district 
courts. 


Supplemental tables S-24 and S-25 provide statistics on the 
number of cases transferred since the Panel was created, and the flow 
of cases into and out of the districts during the current year and cumula- 
tive since 1968. Information on specific cases may be obtained from the 
Judicial Panel on Multidistrict Litigation. 
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U. S. Claims Court 


During the year ended September 30, 1988, filings in the U.S. 
Claims Court dropped 6 percent (down 52 cases) to 763. Nearly all of 
the overall drop in filings was due to a 26 percent decline in tax suits 
(down 51 cases). In contrast, terminations rose 14 percent from 669 in 
1987 to 764 this year. Since terminations matched the level of filings, 
the pending caseload remained virtually the same. A total of 1,910 
complaints were pending on September 30, 1988. 


The 764 complaints disposed of by the Claims Court repre- 
sented 28,033 claimants and members of the class. Excluding cases in 
which no given amounts were claimed, the total amount claimed was 
$6,291,214,347. Of the cases terminated, the Claims Court rendered 
judgments for claimants in the sum of $93,835,366; of that total, 
$20,807,946 carried interest. A number of these judgments were based 
on setilements between the parties. Also, the Claims Court rendered 
judgments for the United States on counterclaims or offseis in the 
amount of $2,157,429. Under its non-monetary jurisdiction, the court 
disposed of 2 tax exempt and 14 contract cases seeking injunctive or 
declaratory relief. Each January, pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 
791(c), the Clerk of the Claims Court transmits to the Congress a report 
on the business of the Court showing the names of the claimants, the 
nature of the claims, and the disposition thereof. Appendix Tables G-3a 
and G-3b provide summary data on the workload in the United States 
Claims Court for the year ended September 30, 1988. 


U.S. Court of International Trade 


During the year ended September 30, 1988, filings in the U.S. 
Court of International Trade declined nearly 26 percent (down 387 
cases) to 1,118. Terminations dropped at a faster rate (down 70 
percent) falling from 9,858 in 1987 to 2,931 in 1988. The substantial 
decline in terminations was concentrated in reappraisement actions 
which involve the value of imported goods. Reappraisement termina- 
tions dropped 89 percent from 7,996 in 1987 to 860 this year. Another 
63 terminations involved protest actions which concern the classification 
of imported goods. All the terminated reappraisements and protests 
were filed prior to the Customs Court Act of 1980 (Public Law 96-417, 94 
STAT. 1727) which replaced the U.S. Customs Court with the U.S. Court 
0: International Trade. Since the passage of that Act, all filings 
(including what were formerly called reappraisements and protests) have 
been classified as “civil actions.” The court terminated 2,008 civil actions 
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(up 262 cases) during 1988. As of September 30, 1988, there were no 
reappraisements or protests still pending on the court's docket. Overall, 
the pending caseload dropped 24 percent to 5,735. Appendix Table G-1 
summarizes the workload in the Court of International Trade. 


CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT APPOINTMENTS 


During 1988, there were approximately 66,560 appointments of 
counsel under the Criminal Justice Act. This represents an increase of 5 
percent over the 63,687 appointments in 1987. Federal defenders were 
appointed in 36,264 of these cases (54 percent), which was a rise of 5 
percent over the 34,502 appointments reported last year. Appointments 
of private attorneys rose 4 percent this year to 30,296. Table 8 provides 
a summary of representations by Federal Defender Organizations for the 
last five years. 


Table 8 
Representations by Federal Defender Organizations 
1984 through 1988 
Percent 
Change 
Representations 1964 1965 1986 1987 1988 | 1988/1987 
Offices in Operation 0.0.0... * 40 41 40 40 40 
Total Representations 
Cases OPonoasν .| 29,077 29,585 31,744 34502 36,264 5.1 
a ————————— 28.398 29.147 31,191 33,676 34,769 3.2 
Pending OF SUMO WD................. 7,940 8,378 8,931 9,757 11,252 153 
Criminal Representations 
Cases Opened ——— 19.113 19307 20975 22242 23,354 5.0 
Peer 18.630 18978 20.749 21,787 22,188 18 
Pending OM JUM@ FO oo... ccc 4,759 5,088 5,314 5,769 6,935 20.2 
Other Representaiione* 
Cases Oonesososs — 9964 10273 10,769 12,260 12,910 53 
4A4———————————— 9,768 10,169 10442 11889 12,581 58 
Pending OM JUS BO oo... | 3,181 3,290 3,617 3,988 4,317 62 


‘Include. appeals, probatior/parole revocation hearings, and motions to correct or reduce sentence. 


The overall rise in representations by Federal defender or- 
ganizations resulted from 5 percent increases in both criminal repre- 
sentations and in assignments for representations of appeals, 
probation/parole revocations, and motions to correct or reduce sentence. 
California, Eastern reported the largest increase in case openings with 
360 more cases than last year. California, Southern’s 7,396 openings 
still represent one-fifth of al! Federal defender openings nationwide. 
While there was a rise of 6 percent in terminations of “other” repre- 
sentations, the increase in criminal case closings was only 2 percent with 
California, Southern again reporting the largest number of closings 
(7,113). As a result, total cases pending in Federal defender organiza- 
tions rose 15 percent to 11,252 on June 30, 1988. Pending criminal 
representations alone climbed 20 percent to 6,935 and accounted for 62 
percent of all cases pending. 


BANKRUPTCY COURTS 


In 1988, petitions filed under the Bankruptcy Code rose 6 
percent to 594,567. The increase this year was less dramatic than two 
years ago, when new Cases jumped 31 percent, or last year when they 
rose 17 percent. Non-business cases continued to rise in 1988, but by 
only 10 percent compared to 19 percent last year. These cases have 
climbed 87 percent since 1984. In contrast, there was a significant drop 
in business bankruptcy petitions which fell 17 percent in 1988. This was 
the first decline in business bankruptcies since 1984. Tables 9 and 10 
summarize bankruptcy filings for the past several years. District and 
chapter data are found in Appendix Tables F, F-2, and F-8. 


The chief source of this year’s increase in filings was Chapter 7 
personal liquidations which were up 10 percent over last year. These 
non-business Chapter 7 cases accounted for 64 percent of all new 
bankruptcy filings. There were also 10 percent more Chapter 13 
non-business cases filed in 1988. Business liquidations under Chapter 7 
declined 18 percent, while Chapter 11 business reorganizations were 
lower by 15 percent this year. There were 3,099 business filings under 
Chapter 12, which provides debt adjustment relief to family farmers. 
This new Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code was in effect for only seven 
months lasi year; during that time there were 4,448 filings. 


A recent increase in the number of bankruptcy judges contrib- 
uted to a iarge increase in the number of bankruptcy petitions terminated 
this year. The 587,574 cases closed was 22 percent above last year's 
total and nearly 230,000 more than were terminated in 1986. Even with 
this increase, however, the number of terminations remained about 


7,000 below the number of filings. This resulted in an increase of 1 
percent in the number of bankruptcy petitions pending on June 30, 1988. 
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Table 9 
Bankruptcy Petitions Filed, Terminated and Pending 


1983 through 1988 


ree 
Filings 
Non- Busi- | Termi- 
Year Total | Business ness | nations | Pending 
1983 ....| 374,734 | 304,916 69,818 298,715 | 537,306 
1984 ....| 344,275 | 281,755 62,520 304,014 | 577,567 
1985 ....| 364,536 | 297,685 66,651 | 333,158 | 608,945 
1986 ....| 477,856 | 401,575 76,281 358,224 | 728,577 
1987 ....| 561,278 | 478,988* 682,290* 481,351 | 808,504 
1988 ....| 594,567 | 526,066 68,501 587,574 | 815,497 
Percent Change 
1988 over | 
1987 .... 5.9 9.8 16.8 | 22.1 0.9 
*Revised 
Table 10 
Filings, by Chapter of the Bankruptcy Code 
1983 through 1988 
Chapter 
Year Total 7 11 12° 13 Other 
1983 .... | 374,734 | 251,319 21,206 102,201 8 
1984 .... | 344,275 | 232,778 20,023 91,460 13 
1985 .... | 364,536 | 244,647 21,420 98,452 17 
1986 .... | 477,856 | 332,675 24,442 120,726 13 
1987 .... | 561,278 | 397,924** 22,564 4,448** 136,300 42 
1988 .... | 594,567 | 423,789 18,889 3,099 148,771 19 


* Chapter 12, which deals with family farmer debt adjustment, became 
effective November 26, 1986. 


** Revised 
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BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED 
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U.S. MAGISTRATES 


U.S. magistrates disposed of 471,056 cases and other matters 
in 1988, an increase of one percent over last year. Compared to 1987, 
two of the four general areas where magistrates provide significant 
services to the U.S. district courts showed slightly increased activity 
("Preliminary Proceedings” and “Additional Duties"). One area showed a 
marked increase in activity ("Civil Consent Cases”). In contrast, one of 
the areas showed a slight decrease in activity ("Trial Jurisdiction 
Cases"). Summary data on the workload of the magistrates for 1977 
and 1983 through 1988 are provided in Table 11. Supplemental Table 
S-26 provides data on the number of matters disposed of by full-time 
and part-time magistrates. Additional data on the workload of 
magistrates by district are provided in Appendix Tables M-1 through M-5. 


During 1988, magistrates disposed of 89,996 misdemeanor 
cases, a 6.2 percent decrease from the previous year. Those cases 
resulted in 61,121 convictions and 28,875 dismissals or acquittals. A 
total of 12,838 misdemeanor trials were completed, including 275 jury 
trials. The misdemeanor caseload included 76,578 petty offense cases 
and 13,418 misdemeanor cases above the level of a petty offense. 


Supplemental Table S-27 shows the number of misdemeanor 
cases disposed of by U.S. magistrates from 1984 through 1988. 
Supplemental Table S-28 indicates the ten districts with the highest 
numbers of misdemeanor cases disposed of by magistrates during 1988. 


The number of preliminary proceedings conducted by US. 
magistrates in felony cases during the year increased by 6.9 percent, 
from 134,091 last year to 143,352 this year. Arrest warrant applications 
considered by magistrates increased from 12,926 in 1987 to 14,032 in 
1988; the number of requests for summonses increased from 2,057 to 
2,376; and search warrant applications rose from 11,744 to 14,246, an 
increase of 21.3 percent over the previous year. 


The number of initial appearances before magistrates in felony 
cases increased from 45,571 last year to 47,956 for 1988. This number 
includes 43,159 appearances under rules 5, 9, and 40 of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure, 2,349 material witness appearances and 
2,448 probationer appearances. Magistrates reported 6,665 applications 
for review of bail determinations during the year, a 6.7 percent decrease 
from the 7,140 applications reported last year. Magistrates also con- 
ducted 11,935 detention hearings during the year, an increase of 22.9 
percent from the 9,70* Marinos reported last year. 
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Tabte 11 
Maners Dmposed of by US Magee aes 


Nol separately reported 
Workload stahstics represent @ reporing rate of 95% Thus figure inctudes vacant pos@ion months 
° inciudes both pury and non-pury thats 


1977 and 1983 twough 1968 
Percent 
—R 77 1983 ae 1965 1906 1987 1988 1967/1988 

rte Junvediction Casve 103,061 0.519 04475 90.757 220 6=©6 ee)! 42 
Medemeanon Other Than Petty Oftenses 17,161 14.504 11,276 13,778 12,298 12,806 13,418 40 
Petty * 65 880 v 009 73,199 76.978 7.971 83.082 76,5768 78 
Pretiminary Proceedings 106.677 102460 100.337 120,143 191070 134,081 143.362 69 
Search Wares... 6.203 6555 7372 0.776 11,202 11,744 14.24 213 
Arreat Warrarts/Summnorecs 20.467 12,010 12.40! 13,178 14,384 14,983 16,408 95 
inal Appe a ances : 4210 4.108 4208 443” 45 365 4571 47956 $2 
Detention Heanngs sad o * 4,167 9444 9,708 11,935 229 
Bas Hevews 7.975 6.406 6579 6,051 676 7,140 6.665 47 
Pretrunary Exarrenatons 5.502 4.68) 4 B54 4922 5 588 6,104 6805 16 
Grand Jury Returns $21 3.179 3 466 3.816 4.1668 4,110 4290 36 
An egrets 21.799 22.9905 22 646 24826 27.7% 28427 25 26 
Other ” 4514 eai0 7.028 6269 5.904 5 509 47 
Agdnions! Outes 74676 165506* 179807" 205602" 226575" 231.029 231834 03 
Ccmenai 17.966 29.252" 29.957 32.670" 40,311 41,515 16 BBA 43 
Motors (A) 7301 16,991 20,637 22.668 26.687 2.379 26,031 43 
Motions (8) ” 2399 2.182 2098 2.731 2871 2678 67 
(Evidertiary Hearngs) ⸗ 916 997 1,146 1,337 1.452 (1,355) 47 
Pretnal Comerencos 4787 3529 2.900 2.837 3017 3,622 3,462 44 
Catendar ( als sd 700 546 1.142 1.727 1 666 1679 x 
Otner 5.896 2,777 2.695 2.779 4812 3525 3679 a4 
Cm , 46.175 116,574° 132.784° 154.085° 162.300° 162512 167,406 31 
Prewe! Conferences 22.787 2 695 33.207 36 68S 40419 4,167 46 359 74 
Mouons (A) 17 687 65 742 72 424 6 529 02.047 4 722 5.953 13 
Motors (6) a 7071 6.401 6968 7623 7,777 7656 16 
(Evdentary Hearings) * 863 1,091 1298 1238 1532 1.784 164 

Socsa! Security , 3440 6 588 10,534 14,101 11,646 6.714 7258 61 
Specie Mastersngs 84 545 a ose 1079 1500 1213 196 
Calendar C alts bed 12 067 1280 2.174 2.173 2.164 05 
Othe: 3.706 7.158 7561 652) 616 2918 3,080 56 
Priaoner 6515 14817 18,187 20.2% 23.875 77,002 2S 464 47 
(Evdertiary Hearings) * (1,099) (1,249) (1,132) (1,127) (1,201) (1,263) 52 

State Habeas, 420 $632 § 450 6.172 6820 7.164 7.103 7 
Federal Habeas 1529 2.350 2.345 2.290 AG 2,589 2542 18 
Coit Raghts 2778 10 561 10.362 11.773 14556 17229 16.619 $2 
Covit Consent Cases > 3,127 3546 3,717 4.960 4970 5,903 188 
Without | na! ° 2237 2.607 2.924 3.976 4,008 4914 22 6 
Jury Thal 3252 307 305 we 372 459 550 198 
Non-dury Tria! sad 583 544 486 612 503 9 127 

Reveed 


Preliminary examinations conducted by magistrates increased 
from 6,104 in 1987 to 6,805 during 1988. This total includes 4,549 
preliminary hearings held pursuant to rule 5.1 of the Federal Rules of 
Criminal Procedure, preliminary hearings for 914 probationers under rule 
32.1, and 1,342 preliminary hearings pursuant to rule 40. 


During the year, magistrates conducted 29,569 arraignments 
under rule 10 of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure, a 2.6 percent 
increase from the 28,827 arraignments conducted last year. Magistrates 
accepted returns following 4,259 separate grand jury sessions. 


Magistrates also reported a total of 5,509 other duties pursuant 
to 28 U.S.C. Section 636(a), including 2,698 judgment debtor hearings, 
837 applications for administrative inspection warrants, 825 requests for 
orders of entry, and 212 disposition proceedings. 


In 89 of the 92 districts covered by the Federal Magistrates Act, 
magistrates reported 38,884 “additional duties” in crimina! cases pur- 
suant to 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b). This represents a decrease of 6.3 
percent from the 41,515 such duties completed last year. Magistrates 
reviewed 28,709 contested pretrial motions in 80 districts, including 
20,680 non-case-dispositive motions decided by written orders, 5,351 
non-case-dispositive motions decided by full written opinions, and 2,678 
Case-dispositive motions in which they submitted proposed findings and 
recommendations pursuant to 28 USC. Section 636(b)(1)(B). 
Magistrates in 59 districts conducted a total of 1,355 evidentiary hear- 
ings, and magistrates in 45 districts conducted a total of 3,462 criminal 
pretrial conferences or omnibus hearings during the year. Magistrates 
also completed 5,358 other duties in criminal cases under authority of 28 
U.S.C. Section 636(b). These included final probation revocation 
hearings, calendar calls, voir dire of prospective jurors for felony trials, 
and the issuance of writs. 


During 1988, magictrates in all 92 districts covered by the 
Federal Magistrates Act reported "additional duties” in non-prisoner civil 
cases pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 636(b) and completed 167,486 
such matters during the year. This represents a 3.1 percent increase 
over the 162,512 matters handled last year. Magistrates in 91 districts 
reviewed 103,608 contested pretrial motions in civil cases including 
83,735 non-case-dispositive motions decided by written orders, 12,218 
non-case-dispositive motions decided by full written opinions, and 7,655 
case-dispositive motions in which they submitted proposed findings and 
recommendations to the court pursuantto 28 U.S.C. Section 636 (b) 
(1)(B). Magistrates in 72 districts conducted 1,784 evidentiary hearings 
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DUTIES PERFORMED BY U.S. MAGISTRATES 
1988 


TOTAL (ALL MATTERS): 471,085 


Security: (1.5 
Other Additional 


% 
Duties: (2.5%) 


etty Offenses: (16.3%) 


2.9.9.9 .9.9.9.9.9.9.9.9. 


isdemeanors (Other than Petty): (2.8%) 


— 0 — 
⏑⏑—— Bail Reviews: (1.4%) 
—A 


Pretrial Conferences 1.0% 


nitial Appearances: (10.2%) 


Prisoner Litigation: (5.4% 


Civil Consent Cases: (1.3% 
Other Preliminary Proceedings: 


in non-prisoner cases during the year, an increase of 16.4 percent from 
the 1,532 handled last year. Magistrates in 88 districts conducted 
48,359 pretrial conferences in civil cases assigned to district judges, 
including 16,665 initial pretrials, 12,989 discovery conferences, 11,428 
settlement conferences, and 7,277 final pretrial conferences. 
Magistrates in 46 districts completed 1,213 special master references 
during the year, a 19.6 percent decrease from the 1,509 references 
handled in 1987. The special master references included 254 E.E.0.C. 
(Title Vil) cases, 57 cases referred to determine damages, and 172 
references to determine attorney's fees. Magistrates in 79 districts 
handled 7,258 Social Security appeals, an increase of 8.1 percent from 
the 6,714 handled last year. In addition, magistrates handled 2,184 civil 
calendar calls. Magistrates also handled 3,080 other civil matters which 
included 375 |.R.S. enforcement proceedings, selected 511 civil juries 
for district judges, presided over 613 naturalization proceedings and 
completed 1,581 other civil matters assigned to them by district judges. 


During 1988, magistrates in 83 districts submitted reports and 
recommendations in 25,464 prisoner cases, a 5.7 percent decrease from 
the 27,002 reports submitted last year. This year’s toial included 9 385 
reports filed after an initial review of the petition, 14,816 following a full 
review, and 1,263 following a full review and evidentiary hearing by the 
magistrate. The prisoner caseload handled by magistrates during the 
year included 2,542 Federal habeas petitions, 7,103 state habeas 
petitions, and 15,819 civil rights cases. 


During 1988, magistrates in 76 districts disposed of 5,903 civil 
cases with the consent of the parties pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Section 
636(c). This represents an 18.8 percent increase over the 4,970 cases 
disposed of by magistrates last year. The 5,903 consent cases included 
550 jury trials, 439 non-jury trials, and 4,914 cases terminated without a 
trial. 
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PROBATION 


During 1988, the number of persons received for supervision 
(excluding transfers) in the Federal Probation System declined for the 
first time in over six years. The 37,974 persons received this year was 1 
percent below the 38,486 reported in 1987 (see Table 12). The number 
of persons removed from supervision (excluding transfers) continued to 
increase, up 4 percent, to 35,992, but remained below the number 
received. As a result, the number of persons under supervision on June 
30, 1988 rose 3 percent to 75,414. Detailed data concerning the 
probation workload is provided in Appendix Tables E through E-7. 
Summary data is provided in Tables 12 and 13, and further detail is 


provided in Supplemental Tables S-29 through S-31. 


Table 12 
Persons Under Supervision of 
the Federal Probation System 

1981 through 1988 


Received Removed Persons 
Under 
Total | Total Total Super- 
Less Less Less vision 
Trans- | PTD* Trans- on 
Year Total fers | Cases; Total fers June 30 
1981....... 36,723 | 29,575 27,561 | 43,550 | 36,550 59,016 
1982....... 38,773 | 31,531 29,518 | 39,678 | 32,439 58,373 
1983....... 41,019 | 33,784 31,614 | 39,177 | 32,151 60,180 
1984....... 42,456 | 34,582 32,407 | 38,811 | 31,134 63,092 
1985....... 42,812 | 35,199 32,930 | 39,862 | 32,249 65,999 
1986....... 45,788 | 37,583 35,506 | 42,131 | 33,926 69,656 
J 46,698 | 38,486 37,010 | 42,916 | 34,704 73,432 
1988....... 46,258 | 37,974 37,974 | 44,276 | 35,992 75,414 
Percent Change 
1988 over 
1987....... -0.9 -1.3 2.6 3.2 3.7 2.7 
‘Pretrial Diversion 
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The decrease in persons received for supervision this year was 
dué to a policy change related to the collection of data on pretrial 
diversion cases. In May 1987, the collection of data on pretrial diversion 
cases was transferred from the probation reporting system to the pretrial 
services rej orting system. Pretrial diversion cases have accounted for 
approximate.y 2,000 new probation cases each year in this decade 
through 1986. As a result of the reporting change, the number of pretrial 
diversion cases received by probation offices dropped to zero in 1988. 
Exclusive of pret ‘ial diversion cases, the combined total of all other types 
of cases was u)) 3 percent. Persons received, exclusive of pretrial 
diversion cases, rose in every type of supervision except probation 
imposed by judcjes, which declined 6 percent this year to 15,799 new 
cases (see Tabe 13). The number of probationers received on terms 
imposed by U.S. magistrates rose slightly by 1 percent to 8,180. 
Persons received for supervision upon release from institutions (parole, 
maidatory release, military and special parole) continued to rise sig- 
nificantly. The total for 1988 reached 13,995, an increase of 1,800 (15 
percent) over 1987. Mandatory releasees received was up by 22 
percent this year to 4,148. Persons received on military parole terms 
rose 17 percent to 482, while the number on special parole terms 
increased 14 percent to 2,435. Parolees received for supervision 
increas :d 11 percent this year to 6,930. The four types of release 
supervision were responsible for 37 percent of all persons received this 
year, up from 32 percent last year. 


Table 13 
Persons Under Supervision of Federal Probation System 
by Type of Supervision 
1987 and 1988 
Received Under 

Type 1987 1988 Per. 1987 1988 Per 

of Num- Num- cen Num- Num- cem 
Supervision ber ber Change ber ber Change 
Total | 38,486 37,974 13 | 73,432 75,414 27 

— — — — ö— — — — — 

Judge Probation 16.726 15,799 55 42,386 43,489 26 
Magistrate Probation 8,089 8,180 1.1 11.213 11,395 16 
Pretrial Diversion 1,476 . - 1,425 194 -86 4 
Parole | 6,250 6,930 109 | 11,679 12,484 69 
Mandatory Release | 3,399 4148 22.0 2,040 2,460 206 
Military Parole | ate 482 17.0 547 655 197 
Spec al Parole | 2,134 2,435 14.1 4.142 4,737 14.4 
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PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION 
OF THE FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
BY TYPE OF SUPERVISION 
ON JUNE 30, 1988 


TOTAL NUMBER OF PERSONS UNDER SUPERVISION: 75,414 
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As a result of the increase in institution releasees received, the 
number of persons under supervision at the end of the year seached 
75,414, a 3 percent increase over the 73,432 reported last year. This 
upward trend occurred even with an increase of 4 percent in the total 
removed from supervision. The number of persons under supervision for 
each category increased this year except pretrial diversion. The largest 
increase occurred in the number of mandatory releasees, which rose by 
420 (21 percent) to 2,460. The number of military parolees rose by 108 
(20 percent) to 655. There were also 595 (14 percent) more persons 
serving special parole terms under supervision when the year ended. 
The number of parolees increased this year with 805 (7 percent) more 
persons under supervision. Probationers under supervisien from U.S. 
magistrates rose by a small margin of 2 percent to 11,395. 


The decrease in persons received for supervision imposed by 
judges was reflected in each length of probation term classification. 
(See Supplemental Table S-29). The largest decrease, 13 percent was 
reported in the number of probationers who received terms of 1 to 12 
months. The number received with supervision terms of 13 to 24 
months fell more than 2 percent and continued the reduction that began 
in 1985. 


Supplemental Table S-30 shows that drug offenders composed 
more than 31 percent of all persons received for supervis.on this year. 
The 11,488 drug offenders received was 9 percent above the 10,522 
received last year. Within this group, narcotic offenders accounted for 
6,281 or 17 percent of all persons received this year. The number of 
persons received for fraud offenses accounted for 17 percent of all 
persons received this year. 


Appendix Table E-7 provides data on the number of persons 
removed from each type of supervision with and without violations during 
the twelve month period ended June 30, 1988. The number of persons 
removed from supervision this year without violation rose to 24,805 from 
24,« ~ last year. This increase was due mainly to the increase in the 
number of persons that successfully completed their full term of supervi- 
sion. The number of persons removed to inactive status or whose terms 
ts, were revoked following violation rose to 7,282 this year or 23 percent of 
—3 all persons removed from supervision. This violation rate was just 
af slightly above the 22 percent reported last year. Each type of supervi- 
As sion increased in the number of persons removed for violations 
(excluding pretrial d’version). The rate of Federal parole violations 
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climbed to 39 percent and the rate for special parole terms climbed to 36 
percent. (See Supplemental Table S-31). 


investigative Reports 


Probation offices prepared 145,439 reports during the year, a 2 
percent increase over the 142,356 reports prepared during the year 
ended June 30, 1987. (See Table 14.) All types of investigations 
increased (ranging from 1 to 16 percent increases) except presentence 
investigations, collateral reports and postsentence investigations. 
Pre-release investigations for Federal or military institutions were up 
nearly 16 percent while parole revocation reports rose almost 14 
percent. Presentence investigations decreased 2 percent to 36,737 
(down 563 reports), collateral reports decreased by 5 percent or 1,490, 
and postsentence reports for institutions were down 3 percent. These 
reductions appear to be linked to delays in case processing experienced 
during the transition to guideline sentencing. 


Table 14 
Investigative Reports by Probation Officers 
1987 and 1988 


Percent 
Type of Investigation 1987 1988 | Change 
⏑ stl 142,356 145,439 2.2 
PEI cts 37,300 36,737 | -1.5 
Collateral for Another District...............:cccccsccecesees 30,120 28,630 -4.9 
Postsentence for Institution....................... 1,388 1,342 -3.3 
Pretransfer (Probation and Parole) ...................... 8,787 9,368 6.6 
Alleged Violation (Probation and Parole)............. 15.316 16,456 7.4 
Pre-release for a Federal or Military 
——c6ccG 8,620 9955 | 155 
Special Regarding a Prisoner in 
ey 7,018 7,098 1.1 
Furlough and Work-Release Reports for 
Bureau of Prison Insututions ....................... 6,389 6,692 4.7 
SND WERE ticscasatecsesreanesesnensenneniecseentes ont 25,760 27,272 5.9 
VVVVDDαα 1,658 1,889 | 13.9 


Drug, Alcohol, and Psychiatric aftercare 


The Probation Division began providing contract treatment 
services to drug dependent Federal offenders on October 1, 1979. 
Since that time, the number of offenders receiving both contract and 
noncontract drug treatment has increased dramatically. From September 
1984 to March 1988, the overall increase has been 103 percent. 
Treatmem services are provided to Federal offenders by contract with 
local agencies, or on a noncontract basis when the probation office can 
provide the service, there are free local services, or the individual can 
pay for his own treatment. Table 15 reflects the rapid growth in drug 
aftercare clients during the past 6 years. 


Table 15 
Drug Aftercare Clients 
1983 through 1986 


Years Ended September 30 


Service 1983 | 1984; 1985; 1986 1987 | 1988" 


Contract........ 2,365 2,945 2,710 3,644 5,016 5,562 


Contract...... 2,370 2,638 3,800 4,158 5363 5,793 


Total ....... 4,735 5,583 6,510 8,002 10,379 11,355 


*As of March 31, 1988. 


The Probation Service uses a three-phase urine collection and 
testing system to determine i an offender has refrained from drug 
usage. During fiscal year 1987, there were 296,000 urine specimens 
tested, and it is projected that by the end of fiscal year 1988, ap- 
proximately 360,000 specimens will have been tested. 
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In 1987, Congress gave the Director of the Administrative Office 
the authority to contract for treatment services for alcohol dependent 
Federal offenders. There are now over 3,100 clients in treatment as part 
of the aftercare program. (See Table 14.) 


Tabie 16 
Alcohol Aftercare Clients 
1987 and 1988 


Type of Service 1967 | 1988° 


2,407 2,522 


2,943 3,118 


*As of March 31, 1988 


As a result of the additional alcohol treatment cases, the total 
number of persons in treatment as of March 31, 1988, was 14,473. 
Finally, Congress also granted the authority in December 1987, for the 
Director of the Administrative Office to contract for psychiatric and/or 
psychological treatment services for non-aftercare clients. This authority 
will undoubtedly result in further increases in the number of Federal 
offenders involved in aftercare treatment. Since no additional funds were 
allocated by Congress to pay for these services, the Probation Division 
is drawing from the aftercare appropriation on a limited and restricted 
basis in order to provide emergency mental health services. 


PRETRIAL SERVICES 


Pretrial services must be available in each judicial district to 
assist judicial officers in making appropriate bail release or detention 
decisions concerning criminal defendants and to supervise and monitor 
defendants on bail release. As of June 30, 1988, there were 89 districts 
submitting reports on pretrial services. The District of Columbia has 
pretrial services authorized under separate authority and is not included 
in this report. 


In January of 1987, a new pretrial services (PSA) data collection 
information system was implemented. In May of 1987, the statistical 
reporting of pretrial diversion cases (deferred prosecutions) was trans- 
ferred from the Federal Probation Sentencing and Supervision Informa- 
tion System (FPSSIS) to the Pretrial Services Act Information System 
(PSAIS). This change has resulted in an increase in the number of 
pretrial diversion cases shown in the PSAIS and a corresponding 
decrease in such cases reported in FPSSIS. 


The total number of PSA cases activated increased to 34,749 
this year, a rise of 14 percent over the 30,436 reported in 1987. This 
increase is mainly attributed to improvements in case reporting by newly 
established independent PSA offices in the districts of New Jersey; 
Texas, Southern; Missouri, Eastern; Arizona; New Mexico, and Florida, 
Middle. With the transfer of pretrial diversion cases (PTD's) from the 
FPSSIS to PSAIS, the number of such cases activated increased from 
597 last year to 1,932 this year (up 224 percent). Appendix Table H-1 
provides data for PSA and PTD cases activated. 


Of the 34,749 cases activated, 30,769 (89 percent) included 
cases in which the defendant was interviewed by a pretrial services 
officer (PSO). There were 1,921 (6 percent) cases where the defendant 
refused to be interviewed and 2,058 (6 percent) cases in which the 
defendant was unavailable for interview at the time of the pretrial 
investigation. PSO's prepared a total of 32,839 bail reports in 1988. Of 
these reports, 29,004 (88 percent) were prebail reports. Another 3,373 
(10 percent) consisted of postbail reports and 462 (1 percent) consisted 
of other types of bail reports. (See Table 17.) Appendix Table H-2 
provides data on PSA interviews and types of bail reports prepared. 
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Table 17 
1987 and 1988 


Summary of Pretrial Reports 


Total Pretrial Casos ACtivated.............0cccccceceeeees 


Type of Pretrial Report: 


30,436 


597 


34,749 


1,932 


ees 25,698 29,004; 12.9 
TELL j' 3,312 3,373 1.8 
LLL 1,426 2,372 | 66.3 


223.6 


* Responsibility for pretrial diversion reports was transferred from the probation 
offices to the pretrial services offices in May 1987. 


This year, there were 17,643 defendants (or 51 percent of all 
defendants) released at the initial hearing compared to 18,512 defen- 
dants (or 61 percent of all defendants) last year, a decrease of 5 percent 
in total defendants released. Of the total released, 13,611 defendants 
(39 percent of all defendants) were released on PSA supervision as a 
condition of release. This compares with the 28 percent released on 
PSA supervision last year. There were 8,395 defendants (24 percent) 
held pending a detention hearing. Another 1,945 defendants (6 percent) 
were detained as a result of the detention hearing held on the same day 
of the initial hearing. Some 3,714 defendants (11 percent) were unable 
to make bail at the initial hearing. There were 1,419 defendants (4 
percent) temporarily detained and 750 defendants (2 percent) detained 
with no bail set. In addition, 798 defendants pled guilty at the initial 
hearing. Appendix Tables H-3 and H-6 provide data on release and 
detention at the initial hearing. 


During 1988, there were 10,256 defendants (30 percent) whose 
detention hearing was held following the initial hearing. As a result of 
these hearings, 74 percent (7,625 defendants) were ordered detained by 
the judicial officer. Almost half of these defendants (49 percent or 3,745) 
were detained because of a risk of flight. Another 37 percent (2,799) of 
these defendants were detained because there was a risk of flight and 
they posed a danger to the community or witness. About 13 percent of 
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these defendants were detained because of a danger to the community 
only and less than 2 percent because of a danger to a witness(es). 
Appendix Table H-4 provides data on decisions made at detention 
hearings for cases activated. 


Appendix Table H-5 provides data on release conditions and 
detention status conditions imposed by judicial officers at the initial 
hearing for cases activated. With regard to release conditions, more 
than one condition of release may be imposed on a defendant at the 
initial hearing. On the other hand, only one condition is imposed by the 
judicial officer for defendants with no bail set or with detention status (i.e, 
detained pending a detention hearing or temporarily detained to permit 
revocation, deportation or exclusion). In 1988, there were 15,637 
deiendants (45 percent) with personal recognizance and/or unsecured 
bonds as at least one condition of their release. Other release condi- 
tions imposed on defendants at the initial hearing included: PSA supervi- 
sion (39 percent); restrictive (26 percent); cash bonds (10 percent); 
surety bonds (9 percent); collateral bonds (6 percent); third party 
custody, restrictive, and treatment (4 percent); and treatment (2 percent). 
There were 1,982 defendanis (6 percent) with no bail set and 18,526 
defendants (53 percent) with detention status conditions imposed. 


Total detention costs for 1988 were $27,729,277. Defendants 
detained after the initial hearing period until adjudication, accounted for 
70 percent (or $19,343,704) of the total detention costs. Defendants 
detained from adjudication of a case to surrender or execution of a 
sentence accounted for 27 percent of the total detention costs and 
defendants detained before the initial hearing accounted for 3 percent of 
the total detention costs. Appendix Table H-7 provides data on deten- 
tion costs for cases closed with data reported. 


In 1988, a total of 21,952 cases were closed of which 15,199 
defendants (69 percent) were released on bail. Of those released, 1,296 
defendants (9 percent) committed a total of 1,616 bail violations. 
Re-arrest violations (felonies and misdemeanors) accounted for 22 
percent of the total violations this year compared to the 29 percent 
reported last year. Defendants that failed to appear (FTA’s) before a 
judicial officer accounted for 23 percent of total violations, while technical 
violations (failure to report, use of drugs and other) accounted for 55 
percent. Appendix Table H-8 provides data on defendants released on 
bail who committed violations of release conditions. 
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JUDICIAL APPROPRIATIONS AND PERSONNEL 
FISCAL YEAR 1986 APPROPRIATIONS AND EXPENDITURES 


Once again, the Judiciary began the fisce! year without an 
appropriations bill enacted by the Congress. A continuing appropriations 
bill was approved by the President on September 30, 1987, (Public Law 
100-120) which allowed the Judiciary to operate at the “current rate”, i.e., 
the funding and personnel levels approved for fiscal year 1987. On 
December 22, 1987, the President signed another continuing appropria- 
tions bill (Public Law 100-202) which provided full-year funding for the 
Judiciary for fiscal year 1988. Section 101 of this Public Law provided 
funding which amounted to $1,307,448,000 for the Judiciary (exclusive 
of the Supreme Court). In addition, $50,532,000 in unobligated bal- 
ances was Carried forward into 1988 for obligation and $18,000,000 in 
civil filing fees and bankruptcy noticing fees were estimated to be 
collected and would be available to offset obligations. As a result, total 
spending authority for the Judiciary for 1988 was $1,375,980,000 
(exclusive of the Supreme Court). 


Fiscal year 1988 supplemental funding requests totalling 
$56,042,000 were submitted to the Congress. Included were funding for 
the January 1988 pay raise ($12,742,000), health benefit increases 
($4,215,000), and the government's contribution to FERS ($9,923,000). 
Also included were program supplementals of $29,162,000 which would 
fully fund the Judiciary’s 1988 workload. However, it is unlikely that this 
supplemental request will be approved by Congress. Working on that 
assumption, the Executive Committee of the Judicial Conference has 
approved fiscal year 1988 spending plans which only allow for the 
spending of the currently available amount of $1,375,980,000. Table 18 
displays the current funding availability and the supplemental requests 
by account for fiscai year 1988. 


FISCAL YEAR 1989 APPROPRIATION ESTIMATES AND 
ALLOWANCES 


On June 15, 1988, the full House approved the Judiciary's 
appropriations bill for 1989 totalling $1,394,624,000 (exclusive of the 
Supreme Court). To avoid a point of order, the House excluded funding 
for the Court Security appropriation but set aside the 1988 amount 
($40,853,000) for inclusion in the final appropriations bill. The amounts 
shown on Table 19 for the House Allowance include Court Security as 
well as an estimated $10.5 million in civil filing and bankruptcy noticing 
fees collections and $1.7 million in the Fees of Jurors and Commis- 
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Statement of Appropriation Accounts tor the Judiciary 
(txchssive of the Gupreme Court), Fecal Year 1908 


(Amounts in Thousands of Dofters) 
Supplemental 
Appropriations 
Budget Vou 
Ausinortty Pay Budget 
Appropriation Agcourts 1008 nS Other Aasthortty 
Cand éneb te teens 
Satartos and Expenses 8 740 18 1% £§ S718 612 
Court of ieernational Trade 
Gatartes and Experees ....... 7.8 110 332 6,210 
Courts of Appeats, Diewict Courts, and 
Other Judicial 
Gatertoe and 1,194,744" | 24,660 14,000 | 1,173,204 
Detender Services (Criminal Justice Act)... 04 600** 053 9,900 106.463 
Fees of Jurors and Corenissioners 46,870°° . . 4370 
Count Geourtty — 40 263 1607 42 550 
Totel tor Courts of Appeata, District Courts, 
and Other Judiciel Serviess 1310067 | 25509 ——26,807| 1,370,167 
Adrrintstrative Office, US Courts 
Gaberton Ord Exerses oo... ces cssssssessosessneessvsnnsonsnnnnnnnssnssvanenessssvnssnnen 31,167 920 1,066 39,952 
batertes wed 222 ra " 
J 
Expenses 0,548 
Qrend Tots! $1,375,900 | $26800 $29,162 |$1,432,022 


* — inctudes “unobligated balances” of $36,287 thousand end $11,000 thousand in fling and noticing tees. 
** includes “no-year” tunds in the amount of $9,500 thoveand tor Defender Services and $5,735 thousand for Fees of Jurors and 


Commissioners. 
Tate 19 
Comparatve Statement of Teta Budget (Osiganenal) Authority tor Flaca’ Year 1988 
aro Budget Estimates and Ameunts Approved tor fecal Year | 900 
snouts in Theveands of Dollars) 
Cudget 1908 Sena 
Praha ty Gudget House Agpropnatens 
— ſees · ——— Ae | Commumes 
Coun of Agpeats tor the Fedseat Cirout 
Satartes and £ spenees $ 7,430 6,700 $ 6227 $ 7,566 
Court of inaemationa) Trade 
Satentes and  :penses 7,768 0.106 6,199 ’ 80 
Cows of Appeats. Dvewtct Courts, and 
Owner Judicial Services: 
Satanes and Expenses. 1,134,744 1206013" 1,168,638 1,117,200 
Ostender Services (Crrminal Justice Act) ........... 94 600 137,815 108.800 6470 
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sioners account which is expected to be carried forward into 1989 for 
Obligation. Thus, the amount made available by the House for 1989 is 
$1,447,677,000, an increase of 5.2 percent over total funding available 
in 1988, but $262,274,000 less than the amount requested. 


The Senate Appropriations Committee approved an amount of 
$1,349,680,000 on June 20, 1988, which is $26,300,000 less than the 
amount available for 1988. There have been assurances from the 
Committee staff that the Conference Committee will increase the 
allowance to take into consideration the unobligated balances available 
in 1988 as well as the differences in the fee collections between 1988 
and 1989. Considering these facts, the Judiciary can expect to receive 
1989 appropriations which, when considering inflation, cost-of-living 
increases, rent and other mandatory increases, will still fall considerably 
below funding needed to maintain court operations at 1988 levels 
without providing for projected workload increases in 1989. 


PERSONNEL 


On June 30, 1988, the total number of individuals on the payroll 
of the Federal Judiciary (exclusive of the Supreme Court) was 20,743. 
This was more than 6 percent above the number on June 30, 1987. 
With the bankruptcy workload continuing to rise during the year, deputy 
Clerk positions in the bankruptcy courts increased almost 12 percent 
over 1987 levels. Table 20 provides a detailed summary of the person- 
nel in the Judiciary on June 30, 1987 and 1988. 


Status of Article ill Judgeship Positions 


On June 30, 1988, there were 10 vacancies among the 168 
judgeship positions authorized for the U.S. courts of appeals. There 
were 28 vacancies among the 575 positions authorized for the U.S. 
district courts. One of the positions has been vacant since it was 
authorized by legislation of July 1984. In addition to the active judges, 
there were 48 senior court of appeals judges and 178 senior district 
court judges providing service to the courts. (See Table 21.) 


Status of Bankruptcy Judge Appointments 


The Bankruptcy Amendments and Federal Judgeship Act of 
1984 authorized the U.S. courts of appeals to appoint a total of 232 
bankruptcy judges to 14-year terms of office. The Act extended the term 
of office of bankruptcy judges serving on July 10, 1984 (the date of 
enactment), until October 1, 1986, or four years after the judge was last 
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Table 20 
Personne! in the Federe) Judciery 
On June 30, 1067 and 1068 
Personne! e7 | 1 
— — 
Vetel Persennet” 10,362 20,743 
ayes 
Ciroukt 184 186 
Otetnict 632 bes 
National Couns 2 24 
Terrtorie! Courts « 4 
Retired - Resigned 200 306 
1011 1034 
Ciroyt Executives. 10 ® 
Stafl to Clout Executives. 7 2 
Otetrict Count E nsoutives 6 6 
Gtall to District Court I 7 ® 
Secretaries to Active Judges. 936 988 
Secretaries to Retired Judges 160 208 
Court Secretaries and Other 
Coun Staft 8. vv 
Law Clerks to Active Judges 1,708 381,721 
Law Clerks to Retred Judges a 3e8 
Senior Staft Atomeys. "1 "1 
Supervisory Stall Amomeys. 17 ai 
136 132 
Total Personnel tor Clarks’ OMOSG................0000 4206 4,462 
7461 6,116 
Members of Probation Staffs 
Probation Officers 1678 2,046 
Probation OMOel M3Mensiiei aa 23 
Pretrial Services Officers 123 169 
Probation Clerks. 1219 1,310 
Pretrial Services Clerks. 66 104 
Total 3,311 3,672 
Members of Banivuptcy Stafts 
282 203 
Secretaries to Bankruptcy Judges................. 240 206 
Law Clerks to Banivuptcy Judges................. 264 313 
3,200 3,506 
Bankruptcy Administrator & Staff................... . 20 
3965 4,468 
U.S. Magistrates 481 482 
Secretaries to Magistrates. 278 206 
Legal Assistants to Magistrates. 254 282 
Clerical Assistants 10 Magistrates ................0000... 30 74 
Federal Public Deſendon and Assistants ............ 215 304 
Stall to Federal Public Defenders ................00000 245 230 
Court Crers Ma 26 
Count 867 bao 
Supporting Personne! of the 
National Courts 200 106 
Miscellaneous Personne! in the 
District of Columbia. 2 1 
Ubrarians. 108 167 
Nurses. 2 1 
Count 20 AY) 
Members of the Stafl of the 
Office 5369 $68 
Members of the Staff of the 
Federal Judicial Center 117 108 
Members of the Judicial Pane! on 
Mulidietrict Litigation. 10 10 
Land ( ommissioners. 168 192 
Am/ Commieciono 20 18 
Jury Commissioners Staff 3 3 
Tote! 3.414 863,431 
“Exctusive of Supreme Court personne! 
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PERSONNEL IN THE U.S. JUDICIARY 
ON JUNE 30, 1988 


VOTAL PERSONNEL: 20,743 


Admuniswavve Office and Federal Judicial Center: 676 (3.3%) Court Personnel: °1.140 (6.8%) 
Federal Public Cetenders and Staff: $43 (2 


* Saaft °° 3,566 (17.1%) 


Banwupicy Judges and Stall: 4,488 (21.6 Federal Courts Staff: 108 (0.5%) 


Offices: 4,462 (21.6%) 


Probation Officers and Staff: 3672 (17. 


: Circuit executves, court reporters, interpreters, land commissioners, end librarians. 
** Circuit, district and other Federal judges. 
*** Secretaries, law clerks, staff attorneys, and criers for cirouit and district judges. 


NOTE: Excludes the U.S. Supreme Court. Percentages may not add to 100% due to rounding. 
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Table 21 
Status of Judgeship Positions 
on June 30, 1981 through 1988 


U.S. Courts of Appeals* U.S. District Courts 


Author- 
ized 
Judge- . -| Senior 
ships j i Judges 


132 149 
132 163 
144 175 
144 185 
168 191 
168 156 
168 167 
168 178 


*Beginning in 1983, positions in the U.S. Court of Appeals for 
the Federal Circuit are included. 


appointed to office whichever is last. As of June 30, 1988, a totai of 227 


judges had been appointed to 14-year terms by the courts of appeals. 
The Supplemental Appropriations Bill for 1987 provided funding for the 
52 additional bankruptcy judgeship positions which were authorized in 
Public Law 99-554. The process of appointing judges for these new 
positions is nearing completion with 49 judges having completed the 
appointment process as of June 30, 1988. 


Status of Magistrate Positions and Appointments 


The Division of Magistrates continued to administer and monitor 
the magistrate merit selection and appointment process to ensure 
compliance with the procedures mandated by the Federal Magistrate Act 
of 1979 and the regulations promulgated by the Judicial Conference. 
During the year, 54 full-time magistrates were appointed, including 25 
reappointments. Of the 29 new appointments, 12 were for newly created 
positions. During the same period, 43 individuals were appointed to 
part-time magistrate positions, including 33 reappointments. Of the 10 
new appointments, 2 were for newly created positions. 


Among the new appointments made during the year, the 
average age of the full-time appointees was 43, and that of the part-time 
magistrates was 41. New full-time magistrates had been members of 
the bar for an average of 14 years; part-time magistrates averaged 15 
years of bar membership. The bar membership requirement was waived 
for one of the part-time magistrates. Of the new full-time magistrates, 12 
had been in private practice, 4 had prior experience as pait-time 
magistrates, 1 had served as clerk of a district court, 1 had served as a 
state court judge, 6 had served as assistant U.S. attomeys, 4 had been 
attorneys with the Federal government, and 1 had been an attorney with 
a state governmei.. 


The Judicial Conference authorized creation of 2 new full-time 
positions during the year, expanding the number of full-time positions 
from 292 to 294. The Conference increased the number of part-time 
positions from 165 to 167. The number of combination clerk of court/ 
magistrate positions was reduced from 10 to 9. Five magistrates served 
as recalled magistrates pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 636(h) 
Table 22 provides a summary of the number of magistrate positions 
authorized by the Judicial Conference since 1972. 
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U.S. Magistrate Positions 
Authorized by the Judicial Conference 
1972 through 1968 

Ful- | Pan- | Combi- 

Year Total | Time| Time | nation 
1972 Spring... | 561 90 466 16 
Fall......... 572 | 103 462 17 

1973 Spring...| 567 | 103 447 17 
Falll......... $42 | 112 414 16 

1974 Spring .... 541 12 411 18 
Fall.......... 462; 130 336 16 

1975 Spring...|; 487) 133 337 17 
Fal......... 462; 143 322 17 

1976  Spring...| 4862; 180 316 16 
Fall......... 483 1589 306 18 

1977 Spring....| 467 | 164 305 18 
Fall......... 464; 166 300 18 

1978  Spring...| 487! 176 290 21 
Fali......... 486 187 278 21 

1979 Spring....| 468} 196 271 21 
Fall......... 485 201 264 20 

1$80  Spring...| 488) 204 263 21 
Fall......... 495; 210 263 22 

1981  Spring...| 490) 217 253 20 
Fall......... 489 219 250 20 
1982 Spring...| 483] 223 241 19 
Fall......... 482 226 238 16 
1983 Spring...| 476) 238 225 13 
Fall......... 476 | 248 219 11 
1984 Spring...| 457] 253 191 13 
Fall......... 462 262 188 12 
1985 Spring...) 467] 272 183 12 
Fal......... 468| 277 160 11 
1986 Spring...) 467] 280 177 10 
Fall......... 465 264 171 10 

1987 Spring... 467; 292 165 10 
Fall......... 466; 292 165 9 

1988 Spring...) 470) 294 167 9 


* — 
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LEGISLATION AND PUBLIC AFFAIRS 
LEGISLATIVE ACTIONS 
Sentencing Related Bills 


The Seniencing Guidelines were submitted to Congress on April 
13, 1987, by the Sentencing Commission and went into effect on 
November 1, 1987. The Judicial Conference had favored a one-year 
delay in the date of implementation of the guidelines. In response to our 
request, Senator DeConcini (D-AZ) introduced S. 1676 and Congress- 
man Synar (D-OK) introduced H.R. 3307, both of which would have 
delayed implementation of the guidelines for one year. H.R. 3307 as 
reported by the House Judiciary Committee was amended to provide for 
a nine-month delay. This bill was brought to the House floor on October 
6, 1987, and defeated 231-183, thus killing efforts to extend the im- 
plementation date of the guidelines. 


After the defeat of H.R. 3307, miscellaneous amendments 
approved by the Judicial Conference and relating to sentencing were 
transmitted to Congress. The amendments included the elimination of 
guidelines for petty offenses, the specific provision authorizing appoint- 
ment of counsel for a violation ct supervised release for those financially 
unable to obtain adequate representation, the procedure for appellate 
review of a sentence imposed by a magistrate and the addition of 
psychiatric aftercare to the aftercare program. These amendments were 
incorporated into S. 1822, making miscellaneous changes in the Sen- 
tencing Reform Act of 1984. On December 7, 1987, the legislation was 
signed into law (Pub. L. No. 100-182; 101 Stat. 1266). 


Fine Collection 


On December 11, 1987, the President signed the Criminal Fine 
Improvement Act of 1987, a bill which made miscellaneous changes in 
Title 18 related to fine collection (Pub. L. No. 100-185; 101 Stat. 1279). 
The Act included authorization for the Director of the Administrative 
Office to establish procedures and mechanisms for the receipt of fines, 
the redefinition of petty offense, modification or remission of a fine by 
government petition only, authorization for the Judicial Branch to receive 
and disburse restitution payment, and other matters related to the 
imposition of a fine. 


ail 
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Race to the Courthouse 


The Congress has considered legislation for a number of years 
to deal with forum shopping problems associated with judicial review of 
administrative agency decisions. Under the then existing law, the 
judicial forum for review of such decisions was in the U. S. court of 
appeals in which a petition for review was first filed. The result was a 
chaotic race to the courthouse by the parties as each attempted to 
obtain review in a forum deemed the most favorable. Congress enacted 
a bill to provide for a random selection process to be administered by the 
Judicial Panel on Muttidistrict Litigation to designate the reviewing court 
in those instances where petitions for review were filed in more than one 
court of appeals within a specified time. The President signed the bill on 
January 8, 1988 (Public Law No. 100-236). 


Mandatory Supreme Court Jurisdiction 


Public Law 100-352 was signed by the President on June 27, 
1988. The law effectively eliminates the mandatory jurisdiction of the 
U.S. Supreme Court, replacing the same with certiorari jurisdiction. The 
remaining fragment of mandatory jurisdiction concems appeals from 
three-judge district courts, a rather infrequent event. The passage of this 
legislation completes a process begun with the Evarts Act in 1891, by 
which the Supreme Court has gradually been given control over its own 
docket. 


Salary Adjustment Developments 


The Administrative Office is closely following the prospects for 
aciustment in the compensation of Federal judges and judicial officers. 
These prospects are proceeding on two distinct tracks. 


First, the Commission on Executive, Legislative and Judicial 
Salaries, which is empaneled every four years and includes two ap- 
pointees by the Chief Justice of the United States, will come into being 
on October 1, 1988, with a mandate to report to the President by 
December 15 on its recommendations for adjustment in the salaries of 
senior-level Federal officials, including justices and judges. Under the 
Federal Salary Act of 1967, as amended, the President will then submit 
with his budget message in early 1989 any recommendations to Con- 
gress which he sees fit to make with respect to these pay levels, based 
upon the Salary Commission's report. Such recommendations become 
effective as the legal rates of pay for the affected offices as of the first 
pay period commencing 30 days after submission of the President's 
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recommendations, unless Congress enacts and the President signs a 
joint resolution disapproving or modifying his recommendations. 


The Judicial Conference Committee on the Judicial Branch, 
which advises the Conference on matters o! judicial compensation and 
benefits, is preparing its submission to the Salary Commission in support 
of judicial pay increases. Since 1968-1969, when the Federal Salary Act 
adjustment mechanism was first implemented, the salaries of Federal 
judges have actually decreased in purchasing power because of their 
failure to keep pace with inflation over this 20-year period. The last 
adjustment in judicial pay levels, implemented on March 1, 1987, 
pursuant to the 1985 Federal Salary Act amendments, resulted in only 
modest salary increases and failed to close the gap between these pay 
levels and the escalating cost-of-living. 


Apart from Salary Commission review under the Federal Salary 
Act, adjustments in judicial pay may also occur, when affirmatively 
ratified by Congress, by operation of the Executive Salary Cost-of-Living 
Adjustment Act, 28 U.S.C. Section 461. This mechanism is geared 
specifically to annual increases in the cost-of-living. Congressional 
approval for judges to receive whatever increase results to General 
Schedule employees as of January 1, 1989, under 5 U.S.C. Section 
5305 is contained in the Judiciary Appropriation Act, 1989, H.R. 4728, as 
passed by both House and Senate. Nevertheless, as of this report date, 
it was uncertain whether Congress would allow any such adjustment to 
operate with respect to salaries above the $72,500 “pay cap” for level V 
of the Executive Schedule. The Senate amended the Treasury, Postal 
Service, and General Government Appropriation Act, 1989, H.R. 4775, 
to authorize a four percent cost-of-living increase to all affected Federal 
Officers and employees except Members of Congress. Nevertheless, 
H.R. 4775 as passed by the House failed to authorize such increase in 
any pay level above $72,500. Deliberations were proceeding in confer- 
ence between the Senate and House of Representatives as of the 
closing date for this report. 


Meanwhile, progress was made this year on salary improvement 
for certain judicial officers. In the continuing appropriations resolution for 
fiscal year 1988, H.J. Res. 395, provision was made to amend Title 28, 
United States Code, to fix salaries of U. S. bankruptcy judges at 92 
percent of a district judge's salary and to designate this same 92 percent 
level as the statutory maximum for full-time U.S. magistrates, subject to 
the administrative fixing of their actual rates by the Judicial Conference. 
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These increases in bankruptcy judge and magistrate pay were to 
become effective on October 1, 1988. This same resolution also raised 
the pay ceiling for the Administrative Office's Deputy Director and three 
additional positions from level V to level IV of the Executive Schedule. 


The Judicial Conference, in accord with its position adopted in 
September 1987, continues to press for a similar upgrading of salary 
levels for circuit executives, the Deputy Director of the Federal Judicial 
Cemer, and three remaining Administrative Office positions. Provisions 
to accomplish this goal have been included in H.R. 4807 as reported by 
the House Judiciary Committee on August 2, 1988. Generally, similar 
provisions are included or expected to be included in S. 1482, the 
Senate counterpart to H.R. 4807. In addition, parallel efforts are being 
made to enact these provisions in appropriations bills. Final action is 
hoped for near the end of the 100th Congress. 


Childhood Vaccine 


Public Law 100-203 was signed by the President on December 
22, 1987, and included provisions which had the effect of removing the 
new Childhood Vaccine jurisdiction from the U. S. district courts and 
placing it in the U. S. Claims Court. Such placement, t was thought, 
would avoid certain Constitutional questions inherent in the original 
legislation and would provide a central forum for development of this 
new area of the law. 


LEGISLATIVE PROPOSALS 
Bankruptcy Judge and Magistrate Retirement 


On March 3, 1988, the Senate approved S. 1630. That bill would 
provide a new retirement system for magistrates and bankruptcy judges 
whereby those judicial officers at age 65 and after fourteen years of 
service would receive a pension equal to the salary of the office at the 
time they left #. The bill as passed by the Senate does not require a 
contribution. On July 11, 1988, the House amended S. 1630 to include 
the provisions of a somewhat different House proposal. The House bill 
would require a 3 percent contribution for 15 years. It would provide that 
the pension of a judicial officer would be reduced by 2 percent for every 
year under age 65 the person was at the time they left office. It would 
allow full vesting only after fifteen years. it is expected that the differ- 
ences will be resolved and that the bill will be passed this Congress. 
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Judicial Branch improvements Act of 1987 


The Judicial Branch improvements Act of 1987 was transmitted 
to Congress on behalf of the Judicial Conference on May 7, 1987. This 
so-called “housekeeping” bill consisted of 6 titles and over 25 separate 
proposals of the Judicial Conterence. It was the vehicle to place before 
Congress a substantial part of the Judicial Conference's legislative 
program. The Judicial Conference's proposals were introduced in the 
Senate by Senator Heflin as S. 1482. Congressman Kastenmeier 
introduced his own version of an omnibus judicial improvements bill as 
H.R. 3152, which contained a substantial number of the Conterence's 
proposals, as well as some new provisions. 


Hearings on this omnibus judicial inprovements “housekeeping” 
bill have been completed in both the Senate and the House Committees 
on the Judiciary. All extant Judicial Conference positions deemed 
appropriate for an omnibus bill through the March 1988 meeting have 
been presented to both Judiciary Committees for consideration in the 
context of this legislation. 


On May 12, 1988, the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, 
Civil Liberties, and the Administration of Justice reported a bill that was 
subsequently introduced as H.R. 4807. This legislation was pending at 
the Full House Judiciary Committee level at the close of the reporting 
period. With the exception of a few minor points, H.R. 4807 adopts a 
broad range of proposals consistent with Judicial Conference positions, 
including titles on the Rules Enabling Acts (title |), arbitration (title Il), 
jurisdictional reform, including elimination of diversity jurisdiction (title III), 
Federal Judicial Center amendments (title |V), abolition of the Temporary 
Emergency Court of Appeals (title V), amendments relating to the 
jurisdiction of the Federal Circuit (title Vi), State Justice Institute amend- 
ments (title Vil), court interpreter amendments (title Vill), jury selection 
and service amendments (title IX), and some fifteen miscellaneous 
provisions (title X). 


At the end of this reporting period, the Senate Subcommittee on 
Courts and Administrative Practice was in the final stage of preparations 
to consider S. 1482 and appropriate Judicial Conference recommenda- 
tions adopted at its September 1987 and March 1988 meetings. It is 
anticipated that the Senate will adopt a number of Conference recom- 
mendations not included in H.R. 4807; for example, repeal of section 
140 of Public Law 97-92 barring annual cost-of-living adjustments in pay 
for Federal judges except as specifically authorized by Congress; 
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provisions for experimental jury selection procedures; exemption of 
bankruptcy judges and magistrates from the Leave Act; and travel 
reimbursement for non-judicial officers and employees. While the 
content of a final version is not settled at this point, it is anticipated that 
action will be completed on an omnibus judicial improvements bill this 
Congress. 


Judgeship Bill 


Legislation authorizing the creation of 56 new district cour 
judgeships and 13 court of appeals judgeships was submitted to the 
Congress in March of 1987. However, the Judiciary Committee Chair- 
men in both houses declined to introduce the legislation. With a presi- 
deniial election year imminent in which the incumbent could not be a 
candidate, and given that the Congress was controlled by the Democrats 
and the White House by the Republicans, judgeship legislation never 
had a realistic chance of passage. 


Federal Court Study Act 


Three bills -- S. 951, H.R. 1929; and H.R. 3227 -- are pending in 
the 100th Congress that would create a commission to study various 
aspects of the Federal courts. S. 951 and H.R. 1929 as introduced were 
substantially the same bills and proposed a broad based inquiry into the 
operation of the Federal courts and their inter-relationship with the state 
court systems. S. 951 has been reported by the Senate Committee on 
the Judiciary and was pending on the Senate calendar at the end of the 
reporting period. Amendments were adopted by the Judiciary Commit- 
tee to conform the bill to recommendations of the Judicial Conference to 
deal with concerns that the activities of the Commission might interfere 
with the ongoing operation of the courts. As reported, S. 951 is sup- 
ported by the Judicial Conference. 


H.R. 3227, introduced by Congressman Rodino, is a narrower 
bill that focuses solely on the effective operation of the Federal courts. 
The Judicial Conference has voted to endorse this legislation # it is 
amended to provide for appointment of an appropriate number of 
Commission members from the Federal Judiciary by the Chief Justice. 
No action had been taken on H.R. 3227 in the House Committee on the 
Judiciary at the end of this reporting period. 
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Volr Dire by Attorneys 


S. 953 and S. 954, introduced by Senator Heflin, would amend 
the Federal civil and criminal rules of procedure to require the U. S. 
district courts in single party cases to permit the attomeys for the plainiiff 
and defendant a minimum of 30 minutes each to conduct an oral 
examination of the prospective jury; in multiple party cases, each side 
must be given 10 additional minutes for each additional party, except 
that the total time required to be allowed shall not exceed one hour per 
side. Similar legislation has been introduced in the House by 
man Buechner (H.R. 3461 and H.R. 3462). Hearings were held in the 
Senate Committee on the Judiciary on July 15, 1987, with a repre- 
sentative of the Judicial Conference testifying in opposition. 


Attorney voir dire continues to be a matter of substantial interest 
to Senator Heflin even though he had not actively moved to process his 
bill as of July 1, 1988. Judicially led efforts to improve voir dire, including 


appropriate participation by attomeys, are ongoing. 
Diversity of Citizenship Jurisdiction Amendments 


A number of proposals relating to diversity of citizenship jurisdic- 
tion have been considered this Congress. 


First, a significam proposal to use a “minimal” diversity concept 
to consolidate and bring into Federal court claims arising out of a major 
single-event mass disaster was approved by the Judicial Conference in 
its March 1988 meeting. Subsequently, the proposal was adopted by 
the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and the 
Administration of Justice as a part of an omnibus judicial improvements 
package. It was pending before the full House Judiciary Committee in 
H.R. 4807 at the end of the reporting period. 


Second, Congressman Kastenmeier’s omnibus judicial improve- 
ments legislation introduced in August 1987 (H.R. 3152) contained 
provisions to reduce the scope of diversity jurisdiction by raising the 
jurisdictional amount from $10,000 to $50,000; by redefining corporate 
citizenship to include any State in which the corporation does business; 
and by providing that representative parties shall be deemed to be 
citizens of the State of the represented individual, e.g., a deceased, 
infamt, or incompetent. The Judicial Conference supported each of these 
proposals to reduce diversity jurisdiction, except it recommended an 
objective standard that a corporation be deemed a citizen of any State in 
which it is licensed or otherwise registered to do business. On May 12, 


1988, the House Judiciary Subcommittee on Courts, Civil Liberties, and 
the Administration of Justice adopted an amendment to eliminate 
diversity of citizenship jurisdiction, except in very limited circumstances. 
The bill as amended by the Subcommittee was subsequently introduced 
in the House as H.R. 4807 and was pending in the full House Committee 
on the Judiciary at the end of the reporting period. 


The only issues pending in the Senate concerning diversity are 
the $50,900 jurisdictional amount and the representative parties 
proposal. These two recommendations are not controversial and may 
be included in any Senate version of the omnibus judicial improvements 
bill. 


Judicial Office Building 


The 99th Congress authorized a study to be made by the 
Architect of the Capitol, in consultation with the Chief Justice, to find the 
most cost effective development plan for the construction of a judicial 
office building near Union Station in Washington, D.C. Legislation 
sponsored by Senator Moynihan (D-NY) to authorize the building and 
provide for the construction to begin passed the Senate on June 7, 1988 
(S. 1934). Hearings have been completed on the subject in the House 
Committee on Public Works and Transportation, which is expected to 
complete action on the bill in August 1988. Final congressional action is 
expected before the end of the 100th Congress. No appropriated funds 
will be required since the bill calls for a modified lease-purchase 
arrangement. 


Bankruptcy Judgeships 


The House Judiciary Committee reported legislation on June 28, 
1988, which would add bankruptcy judgeships to Alaska, Colorado, 
Kansas, Eastern Kentucky and Eastern Texas. On June 16, the Senate 
Appropriations Committee had amended legislation to include new 
bankruptcy judgeships for Alaska, Arizona and Colorado. The Judicial 
Conference had requested the additional judgeships in Alaska, Colorado 
and Eastern Texas. 
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Judicial Review of Veterans’ Claims for Benefits 


Veterans currently lack the right to appeal to the Federal Courts, 
denials of claims for benefits by the Veterans Administration Board of 
Veterans Appeals. Legislation to provide for judicial review of denials of 
veterans’ claims for benefits has been introduced in both houses since 
1975. This bill has passed the Senate on four occasions, but has never 
passed the House. The current bill that embraces judicial review of 
veteran appeals is S. 11, introduced by Senator Cranston (D-CA). 


The Judicial Conference has consistently opposed the legislation 
for the last 25 years and has also recommended that, if review is 
provided, initial review should be to an Executive Branch entity, with any 
further appellate review in the courts limited to Constitutional issues and 
Statutory interpretations. It is estimated that approximately 4,000 new 
cases would be filed in the courts in the first year if the legislation were 
enacted as presently drafted. S. 11 was considered by the full Senate 
on July 11, 1988, and passed the Senate by a vote of 86-11. 


Chairman Montgomery (D-MS) of the House Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs, is opposed to judicial review of veterans’ claims for 
benefits. In the past, he has held off pressure for action. Hearings in the 
House are tentatively scheduled for September. Representatives of the 
Judicial Conference have been invited to testify. 


Anti-Drug Abuse 


Various bills were under consideration in the summer of 1988 
concerning drug abuse. These bills would include substantial resources 
for the Judicial Branch to deal with what would be expected to be a 
significant increase in cases. Resources were also included in these 
bills for an enhanced aftercare program run through probation offices. 


Rule of Eighty 


Bills were introduced in both houses which would permit Article 
lll judges to take senior status when their age was at least 60 and their 
age and years of service equaled 80 or more. The leadership of both 
Judiciary subcommittees with jurisdiction over the legislation promised 
hearings in the summer of 1988. 


PUBLIC AFFAIRS ACTIVITIES 


A full scale internal and external public affairs program was in 
operation in 1988 within the Office of Legislative and Public Affairs. 
Internally, the office published “Congressional News", a newsletter on 
the affairs of Congress that impact on the Judiciary; provided courts and 
senior Administrative Office staff with advice on media relations; supplied 
monthly judicial vacancy status reports to the courts; reviewed Ad- 
ministrative Office publications; and monitored media coverage of 
court-reiated issues. 


Externally, the office responded to written and oral public 
information and media inquiries conceming the Judiciary and Judicial 
Conference; issued press releases in connection with Judicial 
Conference-sponsored testimony before Congress; handled media 
relations for semi-annual appearances and contacts for court officials; 
and performed public speaking duties. 


In 1988-89, the office intends to expand and fine-tune its intemal 
and external communications. In doing so, the office expects to respond 
more directly to the needs of the Judiciary, media and public. 


ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ACTIVITIES 
MISSION AND RESOURCES 


The Judicial Conference Committee on the Administrative Office 
held its first meeting on January 28 and 29, 1988. The Director briefed 
the Committee on the purpose, structure, and goals of the Administrative 
Office. He summarized the mission of the Office as being to provide 
support and services to the Federal courts, and to implement the policies 
of the Judicial Conference. He cited goals for the Administrative Office 
including improving service performance and quality, modernizing both 
the agency and court management systems and planning capabilities, 
improving communication with judicial officers and staff, decentralizing 
appropriate operating functions, and eliminating regulatory impediments 
to effective court management. 


The Director stated that, although the responsibilities of the 
Administrative Office are increasing in scope and complexity, the 
resutamt workload requirements have been met mostly by greater 
efficiency and not by additional resources. In 1983, each Administrative 
Office employee supported about 29 court employees. In 1988, 34 court 
employees were supported by each Administrative Office employee, an 
increase of 17 percent. In 1983, the Administrative Office budget was 3 
percent of the Judiciary’s budget. Assuming approval of the requested 
1988 supplemental appropriation, the percentage would have fallen to 
2.5. In terms of personnel, the Administrative Office staff was 3.5 
percent of the Judiciary total in 1983, but only 2.8 percent in 1988. Mr. 
Mecham noted a number of steps taken to redirect resources to fund 
essential programs. Among them have been strict limitations on travel, 
purchase of supplies, equipment, and training, and a freeze on hiring 
new employees. Seventy vacancies have necessarily gone unfilled 
since early spring of 1988. These actions have put a strain on program 
performance. Although current efforts to redirect existing resources 
have been successful, in the long term, support to the courts will suffer 
unless solutions to the resource shortage are found. 


CHANGES TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE ORGANIZATION 


During the last year, there have been several changes in the 
organization of the Administrative Office. The most significant of these 
changes are highlighted below. The current organization chart for the 


Agency is provided on the following page. 
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Office of the Judicial Conference Secretariat 


Pursuam to Title 28, Section 331 of the United States Code, the 
fundamental purpose of the Judicial Conference is to make policy with 
regard to the administration of the United States courts. In September 
1987, based on a comprehensive study of the Conference, its committee 
network and responsibilities, the committee structure was changed. 
Several committees were continued; some were combined and new 
committees were created, resulting in twenty-one committees and four 
advisory committees to address and advise the Conference on a wide 
variety of subjects dealing with court administration. 


The expanded role of the Executive Committee, as the “senior 
executive arm” of the Conference, and the demands for better organiza- 
tion, more openness and support to the Conference and its commitiees, 
led the Director, as Secretary to the Judicial Conference, to establish the 
Office of the Judicial Conference Secretariat in October 1987. The 
Secretariat coordinates administrative support to the Chief Justice, the 
Conference itself, and the Executive Committee, and insures that quality 
staff support is provided to all other Conference committees and activi- 
ties as needed. 


The Chief Justice has sole authority to make committee appoint- 
ments. To assist him in carrying out this responsibility, the Conference 
directed that a survey be distributed throughout the Judiciary asking 
judges to submit their interests in and preferences for committee service. 
The Director, and the Conference Secretariat, worked with liaisons 
appointed by each circuit chief judge to review the surveys and formulate 
recommendations. Based on these recommendations, in late 1987, the 
Chief Justice made 263 committee appointments, only 105 of whom 
were incumbents. 


Under the new system approximately one-third of committee 
membership could tum over each year. Thus, the Judicial Conference 
Secretariat will maintain a permanent working file of recommendations 
and preferences for committee service, for reference during the annual 
appointments process. 


Office of Planning and Evaluation 


The Office of Planning and Evaluation was estabiistied by the 
Director on April 6, 1988. The essential purpose of the riew office is to 
assist in the delivery of support services to the Judiciary through en- 
hanced planning, coordination, and resource management. In addition, 
the office periodically conducts reviews of the ongoing programs of the 
Administrative Office and develops and implements the Judiciary’s work 
measurement systems. The Director assigned responsibility for ensuring 
the integrity and effectiveness of the agency's audit and review program 
to the new office which is staffed with existing positions. 


Reorganization of the Administrative Services Division 
and Elevation of the Facilities Branch to Division Level 


In order to improve the Administrative Office’s assistance to the 
courts in the management of contracting, procurement, property 
management, printing, records management, and facilities management, 
these programs became the responsibility of two divisions instead of 
one. 


The former Facilities Branch of the Administrative Services 
Division was elevated to the Space and Facilities Division. The division 
will have three branches: Space and Project Management; Planning 
and Analysis; and Facilities Operations. This was an appropriate 
response to the creation of a Space and Facilities Committee of the 
Judicial Conference. Furthermore, creating a full-fledged division to 
administer facilities management permits a higher level of attention and 
resources for this sensitive and complex program which must be 
coordinated with the General Services Administration. 


The remaining functions of the Administrative Services Division 
were assigned to the Contracts and Services Division, with three new 
branches: Contracts; Procurement and Property; and Printing, Mail and 
Records Management. These functions have been expanding dramati- 
Cally in scope and volume, due to the impact of automation and court 
growth. The span of program responsibility in each of the two new 
divisions now is functionally more cohesive, and better able to receive 
the degree of time and attention required. 
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Court Administration Division 


On October 1, 1987, the Director established the Court Ad- 
ministration Division by combining fo. offices: the Clerks Division, the 
Office of Court Reporting and Interpreting Services, the Office of Library 
and Legal Research Services, and the Jury Systems and Speedy Trial 
Matters unit. 


The consolidation provides a greater range of services and 
assistance to district court executives, clerks of court, and other support- 
ing personnel. The new division is composed of three separate 
branches: Court Programs, Court Operations, and Computer Assisted 
Legal Research and Library Services. 


The division is responsible for assisting the Director in coordinat- 
ing all administrative matters relating to the office of the clerk of court. 
The division serves as liaison for all matters relating to court administra- 
tion to ensure that resources are equitably provided to the courts, to 
identify, de. lop, and evaluate effective procedures, and to disseminate 
procedures and other pertinent information to the courts. The division 
also administers the Judiciary’s circuit library and computer-assisted 
legal research programs, and provides staff support to various Judicial 
Conference Committees. 


Reorganization of ADP Responsibilities in the 
Administrative Office 


In recognition of the growing importance of automated systems 
to the operation of the Administrative Office and the need for program 
managers to have systems responsibility and to integrate the automated 
systems into their functional areas, the Director approved an ADP 
reorganization plan submitted by the Assistant Directors to transfer the 
responsibility for certain automated systems and associated resources to 
the program managers. The Business Systems Section of the Systems 
Services Division, which provides programming and analytical support 
for the financial, personnel and payroll systems, was transferred to the 
Assistam Director for Administration. The Statistical Systems Section of 
the Systems Services Division was transferred to the Statistical Analysis 
and Reports Division. The Systems Services Division retained respon- 
sibility for functions that cross organizational lines and which can be 
addressed more readily by centralized support staff, such as systems 
programming, data base administration, computer operations and 
personal computer support. The Systems Services Division will continue 
to be responsible for automation in the courts. However, a stronger role 
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in overall coordination and evaluation of the court automation program is 
comemplated for the program divisions under the Assistant Director for 


Program Management. 
COURT SERVICES 
Automatic Data Processing 


The Administrative Office continued with its endeavor to provide 
automated support to the courts. During the past year, 29 new com- 
puters were installed in appellate, district and bankruptcy courts. These 
computers consisted of both Motorola and Unisys models. The Unisys 
computers support the full electronic docketing systems in the courts. 


In compliance with the decision of the Judicial Conference's 
Committee on Judicial Improvements, the primary objective of automa- 
tion within the Judiciary continues to be the removal of systems from the 
DEC-10 computers in Washington. This priority initiative continues to be 
closely followed by automation of the bankruptcy courts. 


During the year, personnel from 28 courts received basic 
systems administrator training. Responsibility for this training was 
transferred to the Administrative Office by the Federal Judicial Center in 
January 1988. The newsletter, SA Essay, commenced publication in 
July 1987. This newsletter is intended to keep systems administrators 
aware of changes or new developments which may affect the operation 
and management of their computer systems. 


Personnel from 17 courts received training in the implementation 
and use of the Administrative Systems (attorney roll, court reporter, 
inventory and personnel) which serve courts of appeals, district courts 
and bankruptcy courts. 


Courts of Appeals 


During the year, the Courts of Appeals for the Second, Third, 
Sixth and Seventh Circuits began implementing the Appellate Informa- 
tion Management System (AIMS), bringing the total number of courts 
using the system to seven. Approximately 150 persons from the seven 
courts received training which ranged from introductory material to 
advanced training on special features of the system. Two users’ group 
meetings, with attendance from the seven appellate courts, were 
conducted to share information learned during the implementation and 
operation of the system. Plans for the next year call for implementation 
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of AIMS in the Eighth Circuit, followed by the Eleventh, District of 
Columbia, and the Fifth Circuits. 


District Courts 


The Civil Full Docketing Case Managemem System was 
transferred to the Administrative Office from the Federal Judicial Center 
in January 1988. Four courts were trained and began implementation, 
bringing the total number using the system to five. The Civil and 
Criminal Docketing systems were merged into one Civil/Criminal System 
in May 1988; with four courts currently testing the Criminal portion of the 
system. A training center was established in the District of Arizona to 
assist with Civil/Criminal implementation. The training center in the 
Western District of Texas is being expanded to accommodate this 
training as well. The first meeting of the Civil/Criminal users’ group was 
held in late June 1988. Priority will be given to eliminating the current 
Civil and Criminal workload on the DEC-10. Nine courts are scheduled 
for initial training and implementation during the next year. 


Expansion of the Financial and Jury automated systems contin- 
ued during the year. Twenty-one courts received training and began 
implementing the system. This brings the total number of courts using 
the system to 38. Changes were made which allow electronic reporting 
directly to the Department of the Treasury rather than the paper reports 
which were used in the past. Continued expansion is planned through- 
out the next year with 10 courts being targeted for implementation. 


During the year, personnel from 16 courts were trained and 
began implementing the STARS/INDEX System (SIRS), bringing the 
total number of courts using this application to 30. SIRS is now opera- 
tional in all but one of the courts formerly using the Speedy Trial Act 
Reporting System (STARS) on the DEC-10. The final court will be 
trained and begin implementation in September 1988. Current plans are 
to remove the application from the DEC-10 in December 1988. 


Bankruptcy Courts 


The Bankruptcy Court Automation Project (BANCAP) System 
was transferred to the Administrative Office from the Federal Judicial 
Center in February 1988. Seventeen courts received training and have 
implemented or are expected to implement the system during fiscal year 
1989. A training center was established in the Western District of Texas 
to assist with training and implementing of the system. Twenty courts 
are scheduled to begin training and implementing the system during the 


next year. 
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During the year, the Financial System was modified to accom- 
modate the needs of the bankruptcy courts and released as the 
Bankruptcy Financial System. The initial release was made in Novem- 
ber 1987. Three courts are now using this system. Expansion will 
continue during the next year. 


Automated Court Financial Management System 


The Administrative Office continued with the implementation of 
the Automated Court Financial Managemem System during the past 
year. As of June 30, 1988, 38 courts have been trained on the use of 
the system and are in various stages of implementation. Currently, 25 
courts are fully operational on the system and 20 district courts are 
transmitting their financial data automatically to the Central Accounting 
System maintained at the Administrative Office. Enhancements com- 
pleted during the past year include fully automating the Statement of 
Accountability Report, AO 274, the archiving of case-related records, 
and the automatic preparation of vouchers (SF 1166s) for disbursement 


of deposit and registry funds. 
New Central Accounting System 


produce financial software packages to replace the current accounting 
system. The Administrative Office continues to modify and test the 
system to ensure that t meets the Judiciary’s needs. Parallel testing of 
the system, using the Administrative Office and the Federal Judicial 
Center appropriations, is scheduled to begin on October 1, 1988, with 
full implementation to start October 1, 1989. 


Probation/Pretrial information Management Systems 


In June 1988, the U.S. Sentencing Commission distributed its 
software package (ASSYST) for guideline calculations to each probation 
office headquarters. Earlier, the Commission supplied one personal 
computer to each district on which to run the program. Additional 
personal computers are needed for all probation offices to take advan- 
tage of this helpful utility as well as to provide increased word processing 
Capability for preparation of guideline presentence reports and data 
processing for local management reports. 
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Existing data elements of the Federal Probation Sentencing and 
Supervision Information System (FPSSIS) were reviewed by the Sen- 
tencing Commission, the Statistical Analysis and Reports Division, and 
the Probation Division with the resuk that data collection for six items 
has been discontinued. FPSSIS requirements will continue to be 
reviewed as experience with guideline sentencing accrues. 


The automation needs of probation and pretrial services offices 
have continued to expand. In response to the needs, the Committee on 
Automation Needs for U.S. Probation and Pretrial Services Offices, a 
group of representatives from probation and pretrial services offices 
throughout the country, continues to work with the Probation Division to 
evaluate data requirements as well as define automation needs and 
initiatives. These include exploring ways for the probation system to 
access data being collected in various databases within the court. 
Access would assist in streamlining pretrial and probation case manage- 
ment, such as determining the status of pending cases and tracking 
payments of court-ordered obligations. 


Communications Systems 


The Administrative Office continued the activities associated with 
acquiring nation-wide data communications for the Judiciary. Activities 
by the Mitre Corporation, under contract for systems engineering and 
network monitoring, included development of a cost and alternative 
architecture study and a draft request for proposals which has been 
submitted to industry for comment. Forthcoming comments will be 
incorporated into a final request for proposals which is expected to be 
released during the fourth quarter of fiscal year 1988, with a contract 
award expected during fiscal year 1989. Proposals were received from 
industry to furnish a value-added-network to support continued Courtran 
communications. These proposals are currently being evaluated with a 
contract award being expected during the fourth quarter of fiscal year 
1988. 


The Administrative Office continued with the implementation of 
the Telephone Services Program with the conversion of telephones 
under lease from vendors other than American Telephone & Telegraph 
Co. As of June 30, 1988, less than 600 telephone instruments remain to 
be purchased. This activity will continue during fiscal year 1989. 


74 2/3 


Court Facilities 
Changing Relationship With GSA 


The study conducted for the Judiciary in 1987 by the National 
Academy of Public Administration documented the need for the Judiciary 
to take a more aggressive role in managing its own space program and 
to establish a new relationship with the General Services Administration 
(GSA), the executive branch agency responsible for housing the Federal 
Judiciary. The Director of the Administrative Office and the Administrator 
of the GSA have signed a Memorandum of Understanding establishing a 
planning process involving both GSA and the Judiciary, and defining 
relationships for funding space and facility projects. 


Long Range Planning Guidelines 


The Judicial Conference, at the recommendation of the Space 
and Facilities Committee, has directed every court to develop long-range 
space plans within guidelines to be developed by the Administrative 
Office staff. Those guidelines will be drafted for review within the 
Judiciary and tested in a representative number of courts by December 
1988. 


Automated Management information System 


In order to assist in carrying out increased planning responsibility 
and to monitor on-going space projects, the Space and Facilities Division 
has begun the design of an automated management information system. 
The completed system will automate the long-range planning process 
and identify the budgetary resources needed to satisfy the requirements; 
and provide an automated project status and inventory of Judicial space. 
The system will be implemented in phases over the next 18 months, with 
usable portions available by January 1989. The system will be designed 
to be useful and accessible for local courts as well. 


Review of Judicial Space Standards 


Under the direction of the Space and Facilities Committee, the 
Division has also initiated an indepth review of the current Judicial space 
standards. The National Institute for Building Sciences is developing a 
project plan for review by the Committee in January 1989. The study is 
expected to take 12 to 18 months in order to consider fully the views of 
the entire court family. The results of the study will be presented to the 
Judicial Conference for its consideration. 
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Experiment to Operate Courthouses 


The Judicial Conference approved a recommendation of the 
Space and Facilities Committee that four courts be permitted to experi- 
mem with operating their own courthouses under a delegation of 
operating authority from the GSA. The experiment is to be monitored 
closely to evaluate the benefits to the Judiciary of assuming this respon- 
sibiliy. The Administrative Office staff is assisting the four local courts in 
developing an evaluation process and will monitor the pilot project for the 
Space and Facilities Committee. The Norther District of Alabama has 
been operating its courthouse in Birmingham for almost 12 months. The 
three additional courts involved in the program are the district courts in 
Southern Florida (Miami) and Western Washington (Seattle), and the 
Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals (Atlanta). 


Defining Roles and Relationships Among the Judicial Family 


As the Judiciary’s more aggressive space and facilities manage- 
mem program evolves, it will become necessary to define more exactly 
not only the respective roles of the Judiciary and the GSA, but also to 
define more exactly the responsibilities within the court family for 
carrying out a comprehensive program. The Administrative Office, 
working closely with the several court advisory groups, is developing a 
number of alternatives for assigning space and facilities program 
responsibilities among the individual courts, the Circuit Judicial Councils, 
and the Administrative Office. The alternatives will be presented to the 
Space and Facilities Committee for their consideration at its January 
1989 meeting. 


Conversion of the Guide to Judiciary Policies 
and Procedures to Standard (8 1/2” x 11”) Size 


The conversion of the 12-volume Guide to Judiciary Policies and 
Procedures to standard (8 1/2" x 11") size is under way. Volume Ill, the 
Judges’ Manual, was the first to be issued in the larger size, in March 
1988. Volume |, the Administrative Manual, is nearing completion and 
will be distributed soon. Volume Il, the Code of Conduct for United 
States Judges, also is being revised for distribution later this year. The 
remaining volumes address specific matters such as bankruptcy, 
probation and court reporting, and will be issued as they are completed 
by the originating Administrative Office divisions. 


The conversion will decrease the total number of pages in the 
Guide and thus make filing and storing easier. Text and exhibits will no 


76 
SF 


longer have to be reduced to fit on the smaller 6” x 9" pages. Format will 
be standardized for easier reference. Outdated information will be 
revised and any obsolete material removed. 


The revised Guide volumes will be distributed as they are 
completed. The entire conversion is expected to last through the end of 
1989. 


Office Automation 


During the year, the Administrative Office continued its efforts to 
complete a competitive procuremem for Judiciary-wide standardized 
Office automation equipment. A request for proposals was completed 
and issued to private industry. Responses were received in mid-October 
1987. Evaluation of pr posals is in progress. Measured in terms of 
offers received, industry response was significantly larger than antici- 
pated and significantly larger than previous agency procurements. This 
extra evaluation effort has delayed contract award which is now ex- 
pected to occur during the first quarter of fiscal year 1989. 


Procurement Bulletin 


In an effort to assist court personnel who deal with procurement 
and contracting issues, the Contracts and Services Division is producing 
a quarterly publication entitled, "The Procurement Bulletin’. The Bulletin 
includes articles on new procurement and property management 
procedures, recommended equipment, and GSA supply and contracts 
information. Other subjects covered in the Bulletin are printing, mail, 
records managernent, lawbooks, furniture, copiers and contracts. An 
“Information Exchange” section encourages readers to share cost- 
saving ideas, information on new equipment, and noteworthy experi- 
ences with equipment, supplies, and vendors. 


PROGRAM OPERATIONS 
Bankruptcy 
U. S. Trustee System Transition 
The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 expanded the U. S. trustee system of 
bankruptcy estate administration nationwide and established it as a 


permanent organization within the Department of Justice. The 1986 
Amendments established 21 U. S. trustee regions and directed that the 
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program expand into these regions in two chronological phases. Eleven 
of the 21 regions are in the first phase, which were required to be 
operational by August 23, 1987. The remaining ten regions are consid- 
ered part of the second phase and must be operational no later than 
November 25, 1988. 


According to the Executive Office for United States Trustees, 
Phase | of their expansion program was completed by the statutory 
deadline. However, many of the regions were not fully staffed, and at 
least one certified district had no supervisory reside staff for some 
months after certification. Phase Il certification is proceeding in the 
remaining districts. As of June 30, 1988, U. S. trustees have been 
named to 20 of the 21 regions. 


By statute, when the program becomes effective in a region, the 
U. S. trustee assumes responsibility for all estates in Chapter 7, 11, 12, 
and 13 cases filed on or after November 26, 1986. One year after the 
program is effective, the U. S. trustee will assume responsibility over all 
bankruptcy cases that were filed before November 26, 1986, and still 
pending, except cases in which a final report has been filed or a plan has 
been confirmed. In June 1987, the Bankruptcy Committee authorized 
the release of interim transition guidelines to facilitate the initial phases 
of transition to the U. S. trustee system. In order to facilitate the as- 
sumption of responsibility by trustees for the supervision of estates in 
cases filed prior to November 26, 1986, supplemental guidelines have 
been developed and distributed to the courts and trustees. 


Rules of Bankrup*:;7 Procedure 


The Advisory Committee on Bankruptcy Rules continues to work 
on a preliminary draft of revised Bankruptcy Rules. Extensive revisions 
are necessary as a result of the 1986 Bankruptcy Amendments, which 
extended the U. S. trustee program to a nationwide system, expanded 
the powers of the trustees, and created Chapter 12 for the relief of family 
farmers. It is anticipated that the draft will be released for public com- 
ment in October 1989. 


Bankruptcy Administrator Program 


The transition provisions of the 1986 Bankruptcy Act deferred 
implementation of the U. S. trustee program in the states of North 
Carolina and Alabama for a period of time not to extend beyond October 
1, 1992. During this time, supervision of the administration of estates in 
the six districts of the two states will be the responsibility of the Judiciary. 


The Judicial Conference has adopted regulations conceming the 
establishment of the bankruptcy administrator program, including the 
selection and appointment of bankruptcy administrators. The courts of 
appeals for the circuits involved are authorized, under Judicial Confer- 
ence regulation, to appoint a bankruptcy administrator in each program 
district to a five-year term of office. Bankruptcy administrators have 
been appointed by the respective courts of appeals. The bankruptcy 
administrators, in turn, have appointed their staffs, and all six ad- 
ministrator program offices are now fully operational. 


The bankruptcy administrator program has been developed to 
meet the statutorily delineated estate administration oversight and 
trustee supervision requirements specified in the transition provisions of 
the 1986 Bankruptcy Act. Bankruptcy administrators, and individuals in 
the employ of administrators, are not part of the staffs of the bankruptcy 
judges or bankruptcy clerks. Rather, bankruptcy administrators serve as 
independem, non-judicial officers of the Judiciary. The administrators 
are under the general supervision of the appointing courts of appeals. 


The regulations promulgated by the Judicial Conference specify 
a variety of duties relating to the supervision of trustees and estates. 
These include but are not limited to: (1) establishing, maintaining, and 
supervising panels of private trustees in Chapter 7 cases; (2) supervising 
the performance of Chapter 11 and 12 trustees; (3) monitoring the 
activities of debtors in possession and creditors’ committees in Chapter 
11 cases; (4) supervising the performance of Chapter 13 trustees and 
prescribing such periodic and annual reports from trustees as may be 
necessary; (5) monitoring and, when appropriate, submitting comments 
to the court with respect to--(a) applications for the employment of 
professionals filed under 11 U.S.C. Section 327, (b) applications for 
compensation and reimbursemem of expenses filed under 11 U.S.C. 
Section 330, and (c) plans filed in Chapter 11, 12, and 13 cases. 
Bankruptcy administrators, in discharging their statutory and regulatory 
responsibilities, act in the public interest. Bankruptcy administrat rs also 
work and cooperate with the appropriate U. S. attorney, judicia council 
of the appointing court of appeals (including the bankruptcy judge and 
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clerk), and other govemmental agencies to insure the efficient ad- 
ministration of estates and the integrity of the bankruptcy system. 


Chapter 12 


The Bankruptcy Judges, United States Trustees, and Family 
Farmer Bankruptcy Act of 1986 provided a new operational bankruptcy 
relief chapter for family farmers--Chapter 12. This new chapter, which is 
modeled closely after Chapter 13, provides for a standing trustee to 
serve in every case with the debtor to act as a debtor in possession and 
continue to operate the farm. 


The Judicial Conference Advisory Committee on Bankrupicy 
Rules drafted interim rules in order to provide guidance to the bench and 


significant problems noted in its implementation. During the year, 
were 3,099 Chapter 12 cases filed. This relief chapter, 
enacted to address what Congress perceived to be a 
problem, will expire on October 1, 1993. 


Bankruptcy Rules as they relate to the operation of the clerk's office, as 
well as guidance on the procedures which bankruptcy clerks should 
follow in discharging their multiple tasks. 


Bankruptcy Work Measurement Updates 


formula used to allot staff to Bankruptcy Clerks’ offices. Based primarily 
on comments from clerks, adjustments to the formula application 
been drafted which: provide credit for divisional offices; provide 

credit for the number of judges in a court; change the noticing adjust- 
mem for noticing performed outside the clerk's office; and eliminate the 
deviation factor. When approved Ly the relevant parties, the impact of 
these proposed changes will be a reallocation among the bankruptcy 
courts of the overall number of deputy clerks positions authorized by the 
existing formula. While it is cost neutral, it provides for a more rational 
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distribution of personnel throughout the court system. 
Budget Decentralization 


In September 1987, the Judicial Conference approved a three- 
year pilot budget decentralization program for the courts of appeals, 
district courts, and bankruptcy courts. The five courts involved in the 
pilot program are: the District of Arizona; the Northern District of 
California; the Western District of Washington; the Southern District of 
New York; and the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit. 


The pilot courts were issued operating budgets by the Ad- 
ministrative Office for fiscal year 1988. These budgets included funding 
for personnel compensation, operation and maintenance, and space and 
facilities. 


A majority of the courts are generating fund balances as a result 


of lapses in personnel compensation. in most cases, the courts are 
requesting reprogramming authority to use these balances to purchase 
Office automation equipment. Currently, the courts are developing 
estimates for their fiscal year 1989 operating budgets. 


The Administrative Office has contracted with the National 
Academy of Public Administration (NAPA) to establish a basis for 
evaluation of the program. The evaluation plan intends to assess the 


impact of the program through: 


1. Interviews with selected officials (judges, administrative 
Officials in the pilot courts, Administrative Office 


personnel); 
2. Surveys by questionnaire to assess changes in operating 
behavior of the pilot courts; 


3. | Comparison of budget, accounting, and program data for 
the period immediately preceding the pilot to that gener- 
ated during the pilot, and comparison of the same data 
with the courts not involved in the project; and 


4. Determining the implications of expanding the pilot to be a 
national system for managing court resources. 
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Central Violations Bureaus 


The Court Administration Division, in conjunction with other units 
of the Administrative Office, has begun the implementation of the 
Judicial Conference policy to consolidate almost all of the Central 
Violations Bureaus into only two located in Denver and San Antonio. 
The consolidation promises to save staff resources and promote a 
higher collection rate. Consolidation is proceeding according to 
schedule. 


Computer-Assisted Legal Research 


The program of placing general purpose Computer-Assisted 
Legal Research (CALR) terminals throughout the Judiciary for shared 
usage has been completed. These 285 terminals are located in 239 
Cities where there are courthouses or other court offices. Beginning in 
March 1988, a new program of placing CALR software, both Lexis and 
Westlaw, in chambers having existing compatible personal computer 
equipmem needing no upgrades, was commenced. The provision of 
modems and telephone lines for this equipment was not considered to 
be an upgrade. Under the guidelines approved by the Judicial Con- 
ference, in order for a judicial officer to qualify ‘or this software, $1,000 in 
lawbook continuation cancellations ($500 extra needed for each addi- 
tional package) must be designated. It is expected that 350 to 400 
chambers will be using CALR software by the end of this fiscal year, and 
over $400,000 of lawbook cancellations will be made under this 


program. 
Court interpreters Program 


The Court Administration Division worked with the Federal Court 
Interpreters Advisory Board in developing its final report to the Director. 
The Board, composed of representatives of the U.S. attorneys, federal 
public defenders, court administrators, Federal staff court interpreters, 
academic training programs, and interpreter professional organizations, 
elaborated proposals on interpreter compensation, codes of conduct, 
Certification issues, and training. The Division gathered the annual 
imerpreter use by language statistics which appear in Table 23 and 
worked with courts which were having trouble recruiting qualified 
interpreters because the rates of compensation seemed inadequate. 
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interpreter Use by Language 
Calendar Year 1967 
As Reported by As Reported by 
District Courts District Courts 
Number of Number of 
—— —XXE 
Spanish 39,874 |Nepalese................. 7 
Haitian Creoie........... 619 | Taiwanese............... 7 
Cantonese................. 336 | Yugosilavian............ 7 
halian 210 | Buigarian................. 5 
Arabic 210 |Hmong 4 
FRONMCHK...........cccecereeeees 173 |Norwegian............... 4 
HODIOW.........00.ccecceeeee 173 | Singhalese.............. 4 
a 175 |Swedish.................. 4 
Korean 135 |Tamil 4 
Portuguese................ 129 | Albanian.................. 3 
Mandafin .............c0006 119 |Hopi 3 
GOPMAN ............. 103 | Hungarian............... 3 
Thai 96 |French Creole......... 3 
Urdu 91 |Macedonian............ 3 
Yoruba. 87 | Supai................000 3 
Navaho...............00006. 86 Keres................0006 2 
Tagalog 82 {Papago 2 
— 70 |Papiamento............. 2 
Japanese................... 68 |Zuni 2 
— 67 |Cambodian.............. 1 
Vietnamese ............... 64 {Czech 1 
RUSSIAN ............. 53 |Hakka 1 
Punjabi .............. 42 | Indian...................... 1 
Chinese................000.. 38 |Samoan................... 1 
Apache 32 
Sign 32 
Armenian 28 
SE 27 As Reported by 
J 20 Bankruptcy Courts 
Ibo 15 
Gujarati 14 Number of 
PUSMU............ccccseeee 12 Languages Times Used 
Serbo Croatian.......... 12 
Llaotian ............... 9 Sion. 2 
Pakistani.................... 8 |Mandarin................. 1 
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Defender Services 
Death Penalty Habeas Representation 


The Defender Services Division has continued efforts to facilitate 
the appointment of counsel to represem state death sentenced prisoners 
in Federal habeas corpus proceedings. As noted in the Director's 
annual report for 1987, Division personnel have participated in meetings 
of several of the death penalty representation task forces which were 
established by the U.S. courts of appeals at the urging of the Defender 
Services Committee (then the CJA Committee). One of the most 
significant products of the work of these task forces was the concept of 
Creating death penalty resource centers to be designated as community 
defender organizations and funded through grants under subsection 
(g)(2)(B)(ii) of the Criminal Justice Act. 


These death penalty resource center/community defender 
organizations will monitor the status of death penalty cases pending in 
the districts they serve. The centers will recruit attorneys to represent 
death-sentenced Federal habeas petitioners and will provide assistance 
and expert advice to attorneys assigned in such cases. In addition, each 
center will represent a number of death-sentenced petitioners direcily. 
Finally, each center will receive non-CJA funds to support work # will 
perform on behalf of death-sentenced inmates whose cases are in the 
state court-phase of the litigation. 


The Division has assisted the Defender Services Committee in 
reviewing funding requests from 13 prospective resource centers, 
developed a “model addendum” for use by U. S. district courts in 
amending their CJA Plans to authorize the establishmem of death 
penalty resource cemter/community defender organizations and drafted 
special terms and conditions to govern the CJA grants to resource 
centers. Division personnel also spoke and conducted workshops at an 
American Bar Association death penalty resource planning conference 
attended by Federal and state judges, public defenders and other 
persons involved in efforts to assure representation for persons sen- 
tenced ic death. 


Finally, the Division provided assistance to the Defender 
Services Committee in reviewing requests for special alternative attorney 
compensation rates for death penalty representation. To date, special 
rates have been established for 18 judicial districts, and the Committee 
will recommend that the Judicial Conference approve special rates for an 
additional 3 districts. 
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Project to Expedite CJA Payments 


In the last hall of 1987, pilot projects were established in several 
districts (Central California; Southern New York; New Mexico and 
Eastem Virginia) to test procedures for expediting payments to attorneys 
and experts providing services under the Criminal Justice Act. The 
procedures being tested require clerks’ offices to enter all ‘ ical and 
Statistical data from the CJA vouchers, via modems, into tne Aaministra- 
tive Office's automated CJA Claims System. Payment information is 
taken from this system and checks are issued by the Administrative 
Office within three days after the receipt of the payment data. Based 
upon a preliminary evaluation the procedures appear to be successful. 
This evaluation will be relayed to judges and clerks of court and their 
views on implementing the procedures nationwide will be solicited. In 
the interim, courts wishing to begin employing the new procedures on a 
voluntary basis will be permitted to do so. 


Training Program on Sentencing Guidelines 


In cooperation with the Defender Services Division and the 
Training Subcommittee of the Federal Defender Advisory Committee, the 
Federal Judicial Center has developed a video program and written 
materials for use by the courts in presenting training programs on the 
sentencing guidelines for private attomeys who are members of CJA 
panels. The Division is coordinating the distribution of the training 
package. The Division anticipates that about 6,000 attorneys will 
participate in this program for an estimated total cost of $140,000. 


Federal Defender Administrative and Automation Conference 


In February 1988, the Defender Services Division conducted a 
conference in Washington, D.C., for persons serving as administrative 
assistants and branch office secretaries in Federal defender organization 
offices. Topics covered at the conference included budget and grant 
preparation, automation trends in the Judiciary, equipment acquisition 
procedures, and the Division’s case management and statistical report- 
ing program. Conference participants received extensive “hands on” 
word processing training as well as lectures on orientation to computers, 
the operating system for microcomputers, data communications, care 
and maintenance of computers, and future automation applications. 


Electronic Sound Recording 


The number of district judges using electronic sound recording 
equipmem to record their proceedings rather than using stenotype or 
shorthand reporters increased to 64 active and senior judges in 27 
districts. In addition, 118 bankruptcy judges in 42 districts have elected 
to use recording equipment in lieu of contract court reporters. The 
judges and parties have found that using recording equipmem with a 
trained operator preparing log notes, makes it possible to obtain accu- 
rate transcripts on a timely basis, with considerable cost savings accru- 
ing to the courts. Funding to improve the quality of magistrates records 
by using operators to produce the record has not been available. 


Equal Employment Opportunity 


In prior years, pursuant to a Judicial Conference resolution, an 
analysis and evaluation of the implementation of equal employment 
Opportunity plans in the Federal courts was included in the Director's 
Annual Report to the Judicial Conference submitted at the September 
Conference session. At its September 1986 session, the Judicial 
Conference adopted revisions to the Judiciary Equal Employment 
Opportunity Program that, among other things, changed the annual 
reporting period to the 12-month period ending September 30 and 
required the Director to submit a report on the Program to the March 
Conterence session. Accordingly, an analysis and evaluation of the 
Program is no longer included in the Director's Annual Report submitted 
at the September Conference session. A report on the Program cover- 
ing the period from June 1, 1986 through September 30, 1987, was 
submitted at the March 1988 Conference session. The next annual 
report on the Program covering the 12-month period ending September 
30, 1988, will be submitted to the Conference at its March 1989 session. 
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Financial and Management Audits 


The Audit Branch of the Financial Management Division was 
realigned in April 1988 to include financial auditor positions transferred 
from the former Office of Audit and Review. The primary mission of the 
Audit Branch is to perform financial audits of the courts. These audits 
include both cyclical financial audits and special audits. The cyclical 
audits are performed to provide assurance to court management that 
fiscal operations are sound. The special audits are requested by the 
court when there is a change of clerk or financial deputy clerk. These 
audits are performed to ensure accountability for financial operations. 
Special audits also include fund veritications such as large registry 
funds. 


During the calendar year 1987, the Audi Branch (and its 
predecessor organization) performed 60 financial audits of the district, 
bankruptcy, and appeals courts. Of these 60 audits, approximately 15, 
or 25 percem, were special audits requested by the courts. Conse- 
quently, the currem cycle for performing cyclical financial audits is 
approximately once every four years mocommendations in these audits 
addressed managemem control, collections and deposits, disbursement 
of appropriated funds, procuremem and property control, and non- 
appropriated funds. There were recommendations made as follows: 
management control (139), collections and deposits (175), disbursement 
of appropriated funds (33), procurememt and property control (38), and 
non-appropriated funds (21). 


Management audits were conducted in three U. S. district courts 
and seven U. S. bankruptcy courts in fiscal year 1988. In addition, one 
U. S. district court probation department was audited. Officials of the 
courts audited requested each review. 


FERS and its impact 


As a result of Public Law 99-335 which established the Federal 
Employees Retiremem System (FERS), all employees covered under 
the Civil Service Retirement System (CSRS) were given a six month 
open season from July 1 to December 31, 1987, to make an irrevocable 
decision to transfer to FERS. The Judiciary had approximately 10,000 
employees who were eligible to transfer to FERS of which 274 elected to 
be covered, amounting to a little better than 3 percent transferring to 
FERS. 
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A high percentage of Judiciary employees have taken advan- 
tage of the tax deferred voluntary savings created by the FERS Act. 
Each year, there will be two opportunities for employees to join the 
savings plan or change their deduction. Employees covered under 
FERS may place some of their savings in a common stock fund account 
or a fixed income (bond) fund account in addition to the government 
securities fund. Employees covered under CSRS may only invest 
monies in the government securities fund. Beginning in 1988, employ- 
ees participating in the savings plan are eligible to make loans against 
their own contributions for financial hardships, educational needs, the 
purchase of a primary residence, and medical expenses. 


implementation of an Automated System for Financial Disclosure 
and Assumption of the Function by the Administrative Office 


In late 1987, the Administrative Office assumed responsibility for 
processing the Financial Disclosure Reports of judicial officers and 
judicial employees subject to the Ethics in Government Act. Prior to that 
time, the processing was handied in the Chambers of the Committee 
Chairman. Substantive review of the Reports continues to be the 
responsibility of the Judicial Ethics Committee members, all of whom are 


Article III Judges. 


To ensure timely filing of Financial Disclosure Reports and to 
more effectively track the flow of over 5,000 reports and related docu- 
ments through the review process, an automated system was 
developed. With this system, at any give time, information can be 
obtained on whether or not a Report has been received and where it is in 
the review process. The automated system permits the Judicial Ethics 
Committee to promptly notify any filer who misses a deadline, thus 


providing for more timely filing of Reports and amendments. 
Magistrates 


Statistical Reporting System 


The Administrative Office is statutc’ily assigned the respon- 
sibility of collecting statistical data on the workload of the U. S. 
magistrates. In the past year, the Division of Magistrates has developed 
an efficient automated system to collect and maintain this data. The old 
DEC mainframe processing system was replaced by a database system 
for microcomputers. The computers compile information quickly and can 
generate tables and reports. 
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The new system became fully operational at the beginning of 
Statistical year 1988. Through the year, the system was enhanced to 
permit the Division to answer special information requests from individual 
courts and the U.S. Sentencing Commission. Next year, the Division will 
explore the feasibility of providing magistrates with the capability of 
transmitting their statistical data directly to the Division by electronic 
means. 


Support Services Provided to Magistrates 


During the year, the Committee on the Administration of the 
Federal Magistrates System approved 10 additional law clerks for 
magistrates. A temporary law clerk was also authorized and funded for 
a recalled magistrate. A total of 287 permanent law clerk positions have 
been authorized for magistrates and 276 have been funded. 


At ts March 1988 session, the Judicial Conference increased 
the maximum grade of magistrates’ secretaries from JSP-10 to JSP-11. 
Implementation of the increase is subject to the availability of appropri- 
ated funds. 


The Magistrates Division continues to perform general oversight 
duties relating to the daily administration of the Federal Magistrates 
System. Those duties include assisting magistrates with the administra- 
tive and procedural matters which arise in establishing and maintaining 
their offices. The Division also maintains a system for reimbursement of 
the secretarial, clerical and miscellaneous office expenses of part-time 


magistrates. 


Assistance to Magistrates Concerning Choice of Retirement 
Systems 


The Division of Magistrates continued to assist magistrates in 
Choosing retiremem systems best-sulted to their needs. Magistrates had 
been covered under the same Civil Service Retiremem System (CSRS) 
which applied to Federal employees generally. When magistrates 
became subject to social security taxes in 1984, however, some 
magisirates elected to participate in a modified version of the CSRS 
plan. in 1987, CSRS benefits for magistrates were enhanced to equal 
the benefits provided bankruptcy judges and members of Congress. 
The passage of the new Federal Employees’ Retiremem System (FERS) 
afforded magistrates the opportunity to remain in their existing retirement 
plan or to transfer to FERS. 


Because magistrates’ coverage under CSRS is differen from 
most other Federal employees, specialized information was prepared by 
the Division to assist magistrates in deciding which retirement system to 
choose. The Division used computer software to furnish magistrates 
with projected benefits under the different retirement plans. 


Probation 
Sentencing Guidelines implementation 
The Probation Division assisted the Federal Judicial Center and 


district courts, the Probation Division, and the Federal! Judicial Center 
developed a new and comprehensive model for the financial investiga- 
tion of Federal defendants. This task force produced a "Financial 
Investigaiion Handbook,” and implemented a nationwide training 
program under the sponsorship of the Federal Judicial Center which 
trained at least one probation officer from each district who later pro- 
vided instruction at the district level. 


The Administrative Office and the U.S. Sentencing Commission 


entered into an agreement to facilitate implementation of the sentencing 
guidelines. The purpose of the agreement was to define working 
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relationships and protocols between the Administrative Office and the 
Sentencing Commission, and to coordinate implementation of the 
guidelines. In addition, the Administrative Office and the Sentencing 
Commission reached a second agreemem which defined the documen- 
tation to be provided by the Federal district courts. Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 994(w) gives the Commission authority to request information 
and documents necessary in order to prepare reports and recommenda- 
tions for Congress. After discussions with the Criminal Law and Proba- 
tion Administration Committee and with the Administrative Office, the 
Sentencing Commission requested that probation officers provide 
guideline worksheets, the presentence report, the statement of reasons 
for imposing sentence, any plea agreement, and the judgment of 
conviction for each defendant sentenced under guidelines. 


Electronic Monitoring 


The U.S. probation offices in the Central District of California and 
the Southern District of Florida are conducting an 18-month Community 
Control Project which commenced in January 1988 on electronic 
monitoring of persons released from prison. According to the Mission 
Statement of the Interagency Agreement between the Administrative 
Office, the judicial districts involved, the U.S. Parole Commission, and 
the Bureau of Prisons, probation offices in the above districts will attempt 
to determine whether community control with electronic monitoring is a 
viable alternative to community treatment center placement for a select 
group of persons released directly from prisons. The pilot project 
involves a maximum daily average of 100 inmates paroled directly from 
Federal institutions to the districts. Selected inmates have their parole 
dates advanced, and spend 2-4 months of initial supervision under home 
detention/electronic monitoring. Funding for the electronic monitoring 
service (EMS) is being provided by the Bureau of Prisons. The US. 
Parole Commission is directing the evaluation of this project. 


Supervision Study 


In July 1986, the Committee on the Administration of the 
Probation System approved a study of currem supervision practices. 
The Probation Division has completed the study, and reported its 
findings to the Criminal Law and Probation Administration Committee at 
its June 1988 meeting. Analysis of the data, collected between Novem- 
ber 1986 and March 1987, on 600 cases from 8 districts, was provided 
by the Federal Judicial Center. The Center plans to release a report in 
the near future based on this study. 
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Work Measurement 


There has been growing interest within the Judiciary and the 
Congress concerning the age, relevance, and accuracy of the Judiciary's 
work measurement formulas. This concern, added to the impact of new 
legislation, automation advances and the changing judicial environment, 
necessitates updating the formulas. In response, the Office of Planning 
and Evaluation developed an approach to review and revise work 


make use of advisory committees and outside consultants. 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System (JSAS) 


declined from 687 in 1982 to 570 in 1988. This represents a decrease 

from 78.5 percent of the total eligible to 53 percem of the total. 

number of annuitants has remained relatively constant since 1979 
has 


z7 


a deviation of only 1 percent change noted. 


The JSAS undisbursed balance (Table 25) 
Steadily through the years and annual reviews by outside parties 
continued to find & sound actuarially. The investment holdings, par 
amoums, and interest rates are listed in Table 26. 
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Table 24 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuities System 


1981 through 1988 
Judicial Survivor 
Officials Annuitants 
Per- Aver- 
On the | Partic-| cent-| Num-| age 
Year Roll | ipating; age | ber* | Annuity 
1981....... 838 683 62 | 195 11,156 
1962....... 875 687 79 | 197 12,197 
1983....... 889 680 77 | 198 12,862 
1984....... 908 668 74 | 185 14,435 
1985....... 941 661 73 | 197 13,5867 
1986....... 999 653 65 | 197 14,543 
1987....... 1,036 566 57 | 192 16,112 
1988....... 1,064 570 53 | 194 17,612 


* Spouses only. Children receiving an annuity: 10 (1983); 9 
(1984); 11 (1985); 8 (1986); and 3 (19867). 
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1987 1968 


$109,261 $116,046 
304 
109 565 


2,522 2,617 
1,420 0 
220 22 
11,474 12,552 
“1824 -2,564 


13,812 12,627 


3,169 


96,397 109,261 
1939 304 
96,590 109,565 


Table 26 
Judicial Survivors’ Annuity Fund 
investment Holdings as of June 30, 1968 


Type of invastment 


U.S. Treasury Bonds 11/15/96. 


MK Bonds 02/15/02-07 


MK Bonds 02/15/01 


MK Bonds 02/15/05-10 


MK Bonds 5/15/01 


MK Bonds 6/15/01 


MK Bonds 11/15/01 


17,112,000 
13,023,000 


$124,795,000 


REPORT OF COMPLAINTS AND ACTION TAKEN 
UNDER TITLE 28 U.S.C. SECTION 372(c) 


Any person alleging that a Federal judge or magistrate has 
engaged in conduct prejudicial to the effective and expeditious ad- 


ministration of the business of the courts, or that such officer cannot 
discharge all the duties of the office because of physical or mental 
disability, may file a complaint with the clerk of the appropriate court of 
appeals or national court (Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c)). Such com- 
plaints are initially reviewed by the chief judge of the court, who may 
dismiss the complaint if it is not in compliance with the filing provisions of 
Section 372(c); directly related to the merits of a judicial decision; or 
frivolous; chief judges may also conclude the proceeding # corrective 
action has been taken. Otherwise, they shall appoint a special commit- 
tee to investigate the allegations in the complaint on behalf of the judicial 
council. The judicial councils are granted power to take appropriate 
action, except that in no circumstances may the council order the 
removal from office of a judge appointed to serve during good behavior 
under Article Ill of the Constitution. 


The disposition of complaints is not judicially reviewable on 
appeal (as provided by Section 372(c)(10)). The complainant or the 
judicial officer may, however, petition the judicial council for review of 
any order of a chief judge dismissing a complaim. Petition may also be 
made to the Judicial Conference for review of judicial council orders 
issued after special committee investigation. The Conference is permit- 
ted to act on such petitions directly or to establish a standing committee 
to take final action on its behalf. In July 1982, the Chief Justice ap- 
pointed the Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit Council 
Conduct and Disability Orders, consisting of three judges, who act for 
the Conference in ts review responsibility under Section 372(c)(10). 


During 1988, the number of complaints filed against judicial 
Officers declined 10 percent from 237 in 1987 to 213. The overall 
decrease is due, in large part, to the substantial decline in complaints 
filed in the Ninth Circuit, (down 19 complaints). In contrast, the number 
of complaints filed in the Sixth Circuit nearly doubled from 15 in 1987 to 
28 in 1988. Although the Ninth Circuit reported a significam decline in 
the number of complaints filed, #« stil had the largest number of com- 


complaints 
International Trade. Table 27 summarizes judicial complaint activity from 
1983 through 1988. 


Table 27 
Judicial Complaints Filed, Concluded, and Pending 
1963 through 1988 


Number of Complaints 
19865 1987 


— 


rs 
rr) 


237 


— 


.88n~883 


244 
208 
196 
8 

2 
36 
35 


Percent not calculated on fewer than 10 cases. 


Each individual complaint filed may involve multiple allegations 
against numerous court officials. As in prior years, the allegation cited 
most often (in 90 complaints) was that a judicial officer acted in a 
prejudicial or biased manner. Eighty-eight alleged abuse of judicial 
power and 50 alleged “other” conduct that was detrimental to the 
effective and expeditious administration of justice. Almost all of these 
“other allegations, however, were outside the jurisdiction of Title 28 
U.S.C. Section 372(c) because they were directly related to the merits of 
a court’s decision in the original case. Table 28 provides, by circuit, 
judicial complaint activity during 1988. 


The number of complaints concluded during 1988 also declined 
but at a slower rate than filings. The courts concluded 222 compiaints, 
down 9 percent from a year ago. Since terminations outnumbered 
filings, the pending caseload dropped 17 percent. There were 43 
complaints pending on June 30, 1988. 


As in prior years, the overwhelming majority of complaints (182 
or 82 percent) were concluded by the chief judges. They dismissed 173 
of the complaints, ruling that 144 were directly related to the merits of the 
original case; 18 were frivolous; and 11 were not in conformance with 
the statute. Five complaints were withdrawn by the complainant and, in 
the other four, appropriate action had already been taken. 


The remaining 40 complaints were disposed of by the judicial 
councils of the circuits. Thirty-four of these complaints reached the 
judicial councils by way of petition for review, while the other six were 
referred to the councils by the chief judge after a special investigative 
committee had been appointed under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 372(c) 
(4)(A). The councils dismissed 37 of the 40 complaints. in one case, 
the council privately censured the judicial officer. In the other two cases, 
the council ordered other appropriate action which consisted of a private 


warning. 


One petition for review of a complaint which had been referred to 
the Judicial Conference Committee to Review Circuit Council Conduct 
and Disability Orders under Section 372(c)(10) was pending as of July 1, 
1987. During 1988, the Committee concluded this complaint by 
reprimanding the judicial officer. The Judicial Conference also acted 
directly on another matter which was referred by the Fifth Circuit Judicial 
Council under Section 372(c)(7)(B)(i). As provided in Section 372(c)(8), 
the Conference therein certified to the House of Representatives that 
consideration of impeachment of U. S. District Judge Walter L. Nixon, 
Jr., of the Southern District of Mississippi, may be warranted. 
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REPORT OF FEES AND EXPENSES 
AWARDED UNDER THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT 


THE EQUAL ACCESS TO JUSTICE ACT 


The Equal Access to Justice Act, reauthorized by Public Law 
99-80, 99 Stat. 183, lessens the financial burden on private parties who 
prevail against the U.S. Government in agency adversary adjudications 
or non-tort civil actions, by authorizing the award of attomey fees and 
expert witness fees. The Act also covers outlays for any study, analysis, 
engineering report, test, or project necessary in building a case. To be 
eligible for such an award, the party must prevail and meet certain 
financial requirements of the statute. Even when the private party 
prevails against the U.S. Government and is determined to be financially 
eligible, the attorney fees and other expenses requested can be denied 
# the U.S. Government can demonstrate that its position was 
“substantially justified”. Applications for fees may also be denied if the 
court finds that the private litigant used delaying tactics or # special 
circumstances exist which would make an award unjust. This is the 
seventh report submitted by the Director in accordance with Title 28, 
U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(5). 


AMENDMENT TO THE 1987 REPORT 


After the 1987 Report was published, data were received on 14 
additional fee determinations made prior to June 30, 1987. All 14 cases 
involved the Departmem of Health and Human Services and, in each 
case, the court granted attorney fees. These cases are included in 
Table 29, and raised the total number of equal access 
terminated during 1987 to 496. The Federal courts granted nearly 81 
percem of the applications and awarded a total of $3,878,033 to the 
successful applicants. 


| 


Table 29 
Decisions on Equal Access to Justice Act Applications 
1983 Through 1988 
Total Applications | Applications Total 
Denied Granted Awarded 


141 $778,502 
296 $1,417,211 


577 $1,912,768 
672 $2,567,910 
496 $3,878,033 
498 $1,994,299 


SUMMARY AND ANALYSIS OF 1968 DATA 


During 1988, the number of equal access applications disposed 
of by the Federal courts stabilized. There were 498 dispositions in 1988, 
only slightly above (less than 1 percent) the 496 dispositions in 1987. 
Approximately 85 percemt (421) of the terminated applications were 
decided in the U.S. district courts. Three districts, New Jersey (85 
applications); Pennsylvania, Eastern (33 applications); and New York, 
Western (31 applications) accounted for 30 percent of all equal access 
dispositions. The U.S. Courts of Appeals decided 67 equal access 
applications with the Eighth Circuit terminating the most (18 applica- 
tions). The U.S. Claims Court disposed of 9 applications and the U.S. 
Court of International Trade disposed of 1 application. Table 30 sum- 
marizes equal access activity during 1988. 


Although the U.S. Supreme Court did not dispose of any equal 
access applications, the court did grant certiorari in Pierce v. Under- 
wood, 108 S.Ct. 2541 (1988), to determine circumstances under which 
the U.S. Governmem must pay attomey fees to winning plaintiffs and 
what “special factors” may justify increasing those fees beyond the 
statutory cap of $75 per hour. The court held that # the U.S. Govern- 
ment is not substantially justified in its position it is liable for attorney 
fees. “Substantially justified” was interpreted to mean a position which 
has basis in both law and fact and could satisfy a reasonable person. 
The court also held that in order to preserve the Act's $75 per hour cap, 
“special factors” cannot be of broad and general application. Therefore, 
factors such as “novelty and difficulty of the issues,” “the work and ability 
of the counsel,” and “the undesirability of the case” do not qualify as 
“special” since they are applicable to a broad spectrum of litigation. 


Once again, the vast majority of equal access applications (448 
or 90 percent) were filed against the Department of Health and Human 
Services. Nearly all of these cases continue to involve the termination of 
disability benefits under the Social Security Act. The Federal courts 
awarded attorney fees in 85 percent of these cases because they ruled 
that the Social Security Administration had terminated a recipient's 
disability benefits without substantial justification. Twenty-four other 
agencies were involved in at least one equal access decision. 


Approximately 68 percent (338 applications) of the actions 
concluded this year were original applications under Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 2412(d)(1)(A), after judgment in a civil case against the United 
States Government. Another 23 percent (117 applications) were original 
applications under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 2412(d)(3) after the cour 
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1 — . . . . . 
1 163 1 30,000 30.000 30.000 . 
1 6202 1 5.500 $500 $800 . 
> . J 71,961 67,068 67 046 : 
2 160.002 4 12,080 12,000 12.000 . 
. . 1 00,514 00.514 68.810 704 
1 ~ “ : ; : : 
1 62,418 @2.418 68.487 2,961 
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O - Other, nchuding photocopying costs. telephone expenses. and wancponamon costs. 
“+ Peiiilener: Gd not epecily an arnourt n the request tor aflomney tees. 
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Cone heggercy tiene Parents Cues | (ante Catone a 7 t) 
US Cire Count 
Le 2 . . a 4082) saeeo | m5 . - 
Ougt sf tre Army 2 a 264 $28 . . . . . 
@ J 1 07.702 meme | meee . 
ee 2 1 Je Baa 1 410,08 310,600 | 311,000 : 
ee) —— 4 . : J oe; ace . 
Gerciess Adviniewaton............. 1 1 147,963 ‘ ° : e 
US Coyn of weomaponas Trade, 
Oagt of the Teeamuty ..... 1 1 14,080 
U.S Ouse Coun 
Oop. of 3 2 7210 J Oreo] 4606 41s 
Dept of Heath and human Services a ao 127,442 ww 1,041,756 067.087 | 081.7e8 ' $248 
Dept. of tre Waster ..... one 4 3 2s 1 112,108 41200 | on6e7 oe , 
Ogi. of Later 1 1 0 688 23.008 | @o0o . . 
Eretearenertal Pretectien Agency 1 1 30,000 30000 | 20000 . 
weerigretion and Maherain oman Seevice i] J 228,185 228,168 | 227,701 434 
Ode of Washers 
Comperaation Pragram.................. 4 : . J 418 27 | 2.76 
Otice of Personne! Managemert 2 2 111,890 ° ° ° 
Smal Qusiness Adi ievaton ................ 1 1 11,714 
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@ - Sady, Anatyais. Enginwering Report. Test, or Project 
C + Expen Wines Fess 
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S.C. 
504(c)(2). In all five cases, the administrative agency had denied 
attorney fees. The court affirmed the agency's denial of attomey fees in 
two cases and reversed in three. 


Thirty-eight applications involved an appeal of a lower court 
decision. The appellate court affimed the lower court's decision in its 
entirety in 25 cases and reversed in 11 cases. In the other 2 cases, the 
appellate court affirmed the granting of an award but reduced the 
amoum awarded. Cases remanded to the lower court for further 


proceedings are not included in this report. 


Federal courts granted 402 (81 percent) requests for attorney 
fees and other expenses, awarding a total of $1,994,299. This is not the 
amoum actually received by successful applicants, however, because 
many awards are appealed. As in prior years, the vast majority (nearly 
99 percent) of the total amount awarded was for attorney fees. The 
courts also awarded $15,499 for other expenses such as travel and 
photocopying costs; $3,605 for expert witness fees; and $8,160 for the 


preparation of a report. 


Compared to 1987, the total number of awards during 1988 was 
virtually the same; however, the total amount awarded dropped nearly 
49 percent. The substantial decline in the total amount awarded is due 
to two very large awards (totalling $2,166,849) granted during 1987. 
During 1988, the largest award concerned a contract action filed against 
the Department of the Interior. Pursuant to a stipulated agreement, the 
court awarded the successful applicant $311,000. In another case, the 
court awarded $228,185 because the applicants were successful in 
changing the Immigration and Naturalization Service's practices and 
patterns of conducting searches and making arrests. No other awards 
were in excess of $100,000. 


Of the 96 denied applications, nearly two-thirds (63 applications) 
were denied because the court found the U.S. position “substantially 
justified” as reasonable in law and fact. Fourteen were denied because 
the applicant was not the prevailing party; 8 because the application was 
not filed in a timely fashion; 4 because the court did not have jurisdiction 
to hear the request; 4 because special circumstances made an award 
unjust; 2 because the applicant should have filed under another fee- 
shifting statute; and 1 because the applicant was previously granted an 
award and that original award was held to be sufficient. 
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APPEALS DISPOSED OF AFTER ORAL HEARING 
GURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1964 THROUGH 1988 


TOTAL...... 9,06) 9.246 9,693 9,511 9,598 0.9 
oc eeeneeeeneeee $01 445 398 476 460 -3.68 
FIRST —........ 371 385 364 384 416 8.3 
SECOMD ....... 908 90! 984 922 904 -2.0 
THERD ........ $37 600 867 480 534 11.3 
POURTH ....... 731 702 a6% 769 6168 6.4 
PIPTM ........ 616 647 762 768 706 -9.8 
SIXTH ........ 1,047 1, 160 1,070 1,181 1,205 4.7 
SEVENTH ...... 776 7130 645 759 713 -6.1 
EIGHTH ....... 587 710 654 726 653 -10.3 
OEMTM ........ 1,415 1,329 1,660 1,611 1,602 5.0 
TENTH ...... oe 546 434 535 $21 $.3 
ELEVENTH .. 7136 693 1,165 949 974 2.6 
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U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED On Trek BERITS 
(OLSPOSED OF AFTER ORAL HEARING OR SUBMISSION On BRIEFS) 


OURING Tet TWELVE BONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30. 1906 
AFTER ORAL AFTER Suge SSION 
HEARING Om GRIEFS 
PERCENT PERCENT 
oF tw oF en 
Ciacull TOTAL ota rorai Ban PAmeL Tota Totm Bar Pane. 
es 
TOTmL...... 19,178 9,506 $0.0 92 9,506 9.580 $0.0 2s 8,556 
seneresees 903 50.9 6 443 .1 7? aM 
Pt vrceneer 866 a 62.5 J 41s 730 37.5 - 740 
cerenes 1,107 904 61.7 904 203 6.3 - 203 
THIRD ........ 1,672 534 34.0 4 $30 1,038 6.0 - 1,036 
FOURTH ....... 1,910 616 42.6 18 603 1,002 $7.2 « 1,068 
GEFEN wccccecs 343 706 30.2 16 602 1,636 o.6 ' .634 
SImtH ........ 2,337 1,206 $1.6 6 1,190 1,132 46.4 - 1,132 
SEVENTH ...... 1,142 713 62.4 ° 707 aid 37.6 ' 426 
Ciq@itn ....... 1,163 653 $5.2 2 e4) $30 aa46 - $30 
mintH ........ 2,700 1,602 62.7 1,604 1,008 37.3 1 1,007 
Témtym ........ 1,229 $21 42.4 @ $13 708 $7.6 5 703 
ELEVEnTn ..... 2,006 974 46.7 10 904 1,992 $3.3 6 1, 106 
Revised 
taste S-3 
U.S. COURTS OF aPPERLS 
APPEALS TERMINATED Ore Vee SERITS 
(VISPUSED UF AFTER ORAL rEARING OR SUBMISSION On BRIEFS) 
OURING hE TWELVE GONTH PERIOD EXRDEO sumé 30, 1967 
aFTER ORAL AFTER SuemiSSion 
HEARING , enier 
PERCENT PERCENT 
oF te oF am 
cracult ToTar Tota rov ai Ban Pane. Tota. Tota eam Pane. 
votm...... 18,502 9.91! 51.4 738.48 8.901 22 1S 8.976 
earereesees 468 e786 $0.4 a ale ar0 oe @ - 470 
66s anes 651 384 $9.0 1 38) 267 41.6 - 267 
SECOMD ....... 1,298 922 7 ' 92) 266 26.3 * 288 
Tim ........ 1,206 400 30 6 ? 473 126 w?2 ‘ 128 
FOURTH 1,666 7100 45.6 2 $7 oie $4.64 ' O15 
DT tsseenee 2.191 765 35.8 @ 761 1,406 e642 6 1,490 
Sinte 2.206 1, 951 $2.2 7? 1,144 1,056 47 6 - 1.666 
SEVENTH 1,138 15® 66 — o 7S 33.1 - 376 
eiGnth ....... 1,390 726 $2.0 10 76 67" «au ' 70 
into , 2,606 1,618 61 6 , 1 606 oes 38.2 * 90s 
Temtn 2... 1,243 495 39.8 6 489 748 oe .2 2 ry } 
ELEvéntn 2,014 peg 47.1 e 9e3 1,066 $2.9 4 1,061 


111 


Tame S64 
us. COURTS OF aPpPEeas 
TOTAL CASE PARTICIPATIONS Im CASES TERMINATED Gm Tee GERITS 
(AFTER ORAL HEARING GR SuBwiSS10N) 
OuRinG leek 12 GOnin PERIOD ENDED sume 30. 1966 


] CASE PAATECIPATIONS Ov 
QESIDENT active ae 3106201 visiting 

Ciacull su0GcEes Ciacull suoGces JULGE S$ PERCENT Ov 

i J SEniOn and 

um- | Pen- XR | vea- un- | Pen- VESI TING 

ciacult vovma een | Cente een | Cente conte | 
Totm....... 66.716 4,712 63.06 6,763 6.6 4,230 7.2 17.0 
STAICT OF CO.cumBIA 2.626 2,000 00.2 74 2.6 202 7.5 9.6 
— — 2.001 1.798 66.9 $2 2.6 2300S «43.6 14.1 
bc ceeccsoeeres 3.321 2,836 76.4 406 $8.0 207 6.6 23.6 
—— 4,784 3.742 76.7 712—s«08.8 200 6.3 21.3 
Poumtn. 6.2... 9,006 4.066 64.2 $78 9.6 me 6.0 6.6 
+ «oee.ahciwiteaes 7,207 6.666 92.1 306 $.3 163 2.8 7.8 
n+: eeceeees oes 7,063 6.718 60.7 765 19.0 $63 6.2 19.3 
SOvémtn. ..... 2... 3.463 3.12) 60.6 1808 $.4 174 $.0 10.4 
A 3.636 2,032 60.7 4050S 13.3 av 6.0 19.3 
winte. 2... 6.322 6.004 60.4 1,108 8614.3 a3 $.3 19.6 
0 3,776 2,061 70.2 $24 13.9 03 4.0 29.6 
Gc€vémtn. ... 68... 6,410 $,044 64.9 209 4.? “7 010.4 $.1 
© ALL PERCENTS Mav BOT A200 UP TO 100.00 OVE TO ROUNDING. 
TABLE SS 
U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
TVPE OF OPINION OR OCROER FILED IN CASES 
TERMINATED ON THE MERITS 
(AFTER ORAL HEARING OR SUBMISSION ON BRIEFS) 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1966 
TVPE OF OPINION OR ORDER 

TOTAL WRITTEN, WRITTEN, 

TERMINATED WRITTEN, UNSIGNED. UNSIGNED, 

Crrcult On TE MERITS ORAL SIGNED REASONED? | wi TrOuT COMMENT 
— — —______—} 

Pie + 6eesseseeeted 19,178 1§5 7,226 0.414 2,363 
OISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 903 340 307 256 
FIAST....... bever 666 = 362 264 8 
SECOMD........... 1,107 6 435 665 1 
TeIMO............. 1,872 — 700 36 637 
1.910 * 384 1,826 ' 
DD +s oreeveconeeet 2,343 > 1,079 1,208 55 
es 2.337 149 $33 1,616 39 
SEVENTH............. 1,142 654 354 134 
ElGHTnW.  .. 2... eee 1,163 ~ 534 479 170 
Oe 2,700 - 986 1,410 304 
DE ckeeeeeeeereed 1,229 - 616 se? 24 
GcEvEntH............ 2,066 — 501 943 562 


INCLUDES ONLY OPINIONS AND ORDERS wiICh EXPOUND THE LAW AS APPLIED TO 


CASE AND DETAIL THE JUDICIAL REASONS UPON WHICH THE JUDGMENT IS BASED. 
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THE FACTS OF THE 
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Table 3-6 


U.S. Courts of Appeals 
Appeals Pending by Cireuit and Length of Time 
As of Junc 30, 1988 
Length of Time Pending © 
Greater Than 
1to3 | 4to6 | 7to9 |10 to 12 
Cireuit Total | Months | Months | Months | Months | Number | Percent 
Total. .....| 27,644] 11,256 5,134 3,607 2,663 4,984 18.0 
District of 
Columbia «| 2,121 592 422 316 187 604 28.5 
Pirst ......+- 779 377 159 68 78 97 12.5 
Second....... 820 $22 127 78 48 45 5.5 
Third. ......-. 1,256 780 249 91 53 63 6.6 
Fourth....... 1,957 1,014 412 243 147 141 7.2 
Pifth........ 1,175 549 355 232 277 10.7 
Sixth........ 2,919 1,208 583 423 311 394 13.5 
Seventh......} 1,782 745 350 275 158 254 14.3 
Eighth ....... 1,518 678 338 236 139 127 8.4 
Ninth........ 5 2,271 1,064 829 747 1,679 25.5 
Tenth ......-. 2,350 650 313 287 286 614 34.6 
Eleventh ..... 2,964 1,244 568 406 277 469 15.8 
Table S-7 
Appeals Under Submission 
More Than Three Months on June 30, 1987 and 1988 
1988 
Months Under Submission 
Over 
Circuit 1987 Total | 3-6 6-9] 9-12 12 
Total... . ———— — 1,163 1,028 626 238 77 87 
Courts of Appeals 
Federal .........2000- 37 33 25 5 ~ 3 
District of 
Columbia........... 71 63 32 21 4 6 
TE 6¢0000000 0000006 26 20 12 4 - 4 
Second... ...ccceccees 27 52 37 11 3 1 
, See 21 16 11 3 2 - 
Sry 90 49 35 13 - 1 
VEVE 30 41 27 3 - —1 
— 108 126 61 24 22 18 
Seventh ......ceceeeee 168 168 101 49 4 14 
PDs eeccecoeceooeeé 42 67 51 12 3 1 
0 Se 231 191 106 54 16 15 
—VVVEE 183 126 65 24 17 20 
EFEleventh............. 129 76 53 15 5 3 
WE” covevcececccceoé 0 0 - - - - 


*TECA - Temporary Emergency Court of Appeals 
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Table 8-8 


ivil Cases Flied by Origin 
Civ 
1979 through 1988 
Re- | Remands Appeals 
ovals | From From 
From | Courts Magis- 
Total | Or State of Re- Trang trate 
Year Filings | inal |Courts | Appeals; opens| fers! | Judgments? 
1979 eevee 154,666 138,080 6,923 707 3,944 3,012 ad 
1980 ..... | 168,769 | 149,369 10,177 977 4,745 3,521 - 
1981 ..... 180,576 | 159,172 11,475 936 §,474 3,485 34 
1982 ..... 206,193 | 183,008 13,230 1,192 5,698 2,921 54 
1963 ..... 241,042 | 215,212 15,702 1,181 6,315 3,363 69 
1964 ..... | 261,485 | 232,727 16,037 1,303 7,872 3,433 113 
1965 ..... 273,670 | 242,684 17,439 1,110 6,417 3,728 92 
1986 ..... 254,828 | 221,830 19,680 1,164 8,629 3,409 116 
1987 ..... 239,185 | 202,785 21,070 1,191 10,257 3,773 109 
1988 ..... | 239,634 | 201,328 20,591 1,251 12,190 4,126 148 
Percent 
of 1988 
Total.... 100.0 64.0 8.6 0.5 5.1 1.7 ol 


Also includes transfers under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407. 
Initial data collection in 1981. 
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TABLE SO 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND EWFORCENENT OF JUDGMENT CASES FILED 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1988 


Ciacult 
AnO 
DISTRICT 
TOTAL... 18,676 67 3,941 14,187 861 
...... 84 63 a 10 
iST... 1 a 104 215 20 
ME eeeee 67 ° saad oe 3 
WA. coves 112 | 9 93 ° 
WH ewes 1 1 20 4 
Alo wcees 41 ° * » 1 
eevee 95 aa 86 2 5 
2nd... ‘ee 10 202 123 $3 
Gecccce 95 1 20 51 7 
WY We. te i 19 15 1 
WY,E.... 111 i oe 23 21 
WY,S. 46s ee 6 59 < 21 
M... 34 1 18 32 3 
VT nc eaee * 4 = aa 
3A0... 429 4 219 147 
DE. .sees 16 ° 9 8 1 
Bocce i ° oe 8 23 
PA,E... 92 3 62 5 22 
PA,M.. 22 i 12 3 J 
PA,W.... 171 - a2 123 e 
Teese 1 = = ad 1 
4TH.. 1,705 1 301 1,241 162 
WD..... 256 69 183 * 
— — 232 bad 47 112 2 
WC.M.... 259 a 68 211 baad 
WCW... 218 - 29 185 . 
SC...... 465 ° 37 303 125 
VA,E... ih) bed 60 16 13 
VA,W... 116 1 2 104 9 
WV,W.. 20 a 2 18 ° 
WV,S.... $50 = 7 38 5 
STH... 1,907 8 352 1,479 68 
LA,E.... 122 1 39 7% 6 
LA,M.... - 7 28 1 
LA.W.... 118 2 23 92 i 
Meee 56 1 Me 19 > 
Bocce 130 2 68 58 i 
TK, eee age = 90 308 2% 
TK,E.... 177 1 ze 129 21 
eBevee 375 * 2 Jor 4 
TK,W.... aoe 1 60 401 7 
6TH... 1,689 15 326 1,232 116 
KY,E.... 42 * 11 27 * 
KY,W.... $2 1 14 33 . 
MI,E.... $31 i 1 370 25 
MILW.... 195 - 20 174 | 
OH,N.... 330 3 “8 235 ae 
OH,S.... 284 7 “8 225 J 
II.E.... oe * 56 12 
TW.M.... 77 1 23 44 4 
TWH... Be 2 i o8 13 
(Continued on page 116.) 
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TABLE 8-0 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAVWENTS AMD ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENT CASES FILED 
CURING THE TWELVE MENTH PERIGD ENDED ANE 30, 1968 


Cracult 

DISTRICT 
7TH... 1,812 a a73 1,382 149 
Ae 688 a 195 699 il 
LC... 142 i 1 137 3 
boB. cee 136 © il 120 7? 
IMM. oes 128 ° n»” 80 9 
ePeeee 299 1 «0 129 6s 
MI,E.... 1% © 20 145 il 
ee 121 3 7? 72 n 
STH... 1,181 6 407 733 P| 
AR.E.... 47 aad 2 12 6 
ARW.... 20 i 16 2 i 
1A,.... 97 aad 23 31 3 
1A,8...- 178 - 97 7 4 
WM. cues 221 * 101 117 3 
MO,E.... a4) 2 51 188 6 
WO,W.... 249 3 2 205 2 
WE... cass 78 * 26 45 + | 
D...... bh aad 15 le 5 
$D...... 8 ad 8 40 - 
9TH... 6,633 13 $11 6,012 97 
Macoses ew > 4 25 5 
MAL..... 610 1 97 453 99 
CA.M.... 2,014 i 211 1,798 4 
CA.E.. 56 a 43 3 1 
CA,C.... 2,626 4 11 2,603 10 
CA, 153 7 37 113 2 
WI..... * 37 2 
10.... 65 © 11 32 a 
Te ccccce $3 ad 10 28 § 
WV. cee 102 » 21 80 1 
X 183 2 25 152 4 
WA,E.... 92 * 92 - 
WA.W.... 402 ad » Bes 2 
ee 2 — - 2 — 
M..... - 
10TH.. 713 a 128 535 48 
CO...... 34 1 52 2 1 
KS...... 135 - 18 118 2 
WH... 6a 183 - 14 163 ‘ 
OK,W.. 64 - 13 22 29 
OK,E.. 46 - 5 36 
.U.... 132 - 4 121 9 
Bi ccccee 78 7 18 57 2 
ee 1? = = 17 @ 
M. M.. 218 - 102 108 8 
AL... 69 * 13 54 2 
AL.S.... 80 - 50 27 3 
FL.M.... 195 2 $2 138 } 
FL,M... 600 i 184 410 5 
L,S.... 245 7 75 152 il 
Monee 226 - 152 64 10 
GA,M.. % - 16 78 * 
b.. 67 = il 4 2 
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vow... | game | guy 08 _anour 000 as 2 
BE. cess 160 il = 7 162 18 ⸗ 
asv... om 3 1 41 ” az ° 
MB nceee e a «© ad 
A. ceees 4 i ad 31 1 ; a 
WM. cece a i e “ H © 
= ar a Ss a 
am... 1,170 8 L am 406 ae ° 
9 rr 9 4a ° oe x a aad 
8.... i e 4) a 
eee 0 $ - 1 ’ - 
@V.S...+. 4 i 64 g = 
@v,M.... 3 baad i 7 3 12 ad 
WT eeee aad ba 7 baad = 
=... 972 7 766 179 a 2 
...... a3 4 19 4 ed ° 
Bde ceees 312 > ° a1 28 8 
4. 1.... 202 i 12) 72 8 © 
PAM... 110 2 - 72 31 § * 
FA.... 224 4 ad 262 w% ? S 
222222 1 = a 1 a ad a 
aT... 1,996 Ld i 1,601 810 a1 e 
222222 i ° ad 133 & 3 © 

» Seer ° bad 67 17 § e 
eManes i © py 12 3 = 
eMecee 120 4 62 B 7 
2222 313 S - ae 14 1 a 
ALE... 1 4 - 84 w 3 
VAM... 868 3 ba 463 Led ? = 
eMeecee 106 1 e 9 Pag i © 
WV,.$.... 684 66 i » 41 a Sd 
gm... 1,183 12 1 782 320 68 * 
La,€.... i177 1 ° 131 ) 9 » 
LA.M.... 60 i al n 18 2 al 
LA,M...- 324 3 S 190 124 7 a 
0S .M.... 67 > 1 a9 12 8 » 
mS.8.... 143 i ad ” a7 16 e 
eMeecee 103 i © 67 2g 9 aa 
TRE... 103 1 > $7 41 4 @ 
THB. 66s 7% 3 aad 6 14 11 ad 
THM. .6- 103 i a 74 a2 g baad 
6TH... 3,247 18 6 2,73 a 41 et 
aV.€.... baad b 702 62 2 > 
KV ,M@.... 129 > 2 Ly % 4 * 
eBeeee 718 2 i 621 a7 7? bea 
MIM... ro 2 2 262 28 3 * 
—— — $03 7 5 $89 Le 9 = 
sees Gee 7 1 6 61 12 sl 
TH, €..- 71 2 © $a 13 2 sl 
eMecee a2 aad bead w 11 1 = 
Te,M.... 23 = = 1% é 7 al 

WIA — A) PUR wy OENEFITS cet) aoe TITLE RVIIZ, PART 


TWE SOCIAL 
ire. Pen BiTY act, 45 anaes Ad PROVEDERS OF SERVICES. U ratgertach Sutton cic, 


_ Bh OO Se PE SPIT: Get ites tv, amt 6, OF We PERERA COM Mee CTH 
AMD SAFETY ACT OF 1969 (30 USC 923). 


aes FILED CY INSURED NORKERS Fe mee INQURANCE BENEFITS UMDER TITLE II oll Sirs 


Olmc 
{ CLAINS FILED FOR CHILD'S INSURANCE BENEF 
BASED On 01 LITY (42 vac (@)). 


(Continued on page 118.) 
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= a 
vole | me oto s8is asi 
vm... wen 2 i oe 162 33 ° 
B.... 2 e v7 9 ° 
ives: S| i: u 3 - 
eee 3 — 1 : 7 
ge | ele Bt : 
* si 3: > 3 
om... 1,000 R 21 PB) CY | 
aA,t.... 418 4 ° 2 ° 
aA,@.... 47 =) = 3 3 i © 
1A, 4... 111 S e ry] $ 2 ” 
14,8.... 119 i = vw , bad 
= i ẽ su: 
r) eee e bad & — 
eeeeee gi e i ié 6 al 
eeeee 13 baad baad ? 8 i ° 
eeeee ae 4 aa il 12 i a 
om... i oe ee ee 2 
Maceces 11 1 © ? i baad 
Alwccees 38 = = 2 19 8 
CA,M.... © i 19 © 
Ca, eeee ee 4 4 142 is 43 al 
Ca,C.... pe) 1 i 266 10 > 
Ca, eee 128 i ° Ss B24 a i 
LC) eee g baad © 2 2 * 
10 eevee ga i ? n 9 o baad 
WT oc ceee 68 i © 42 21 i al 
Wa weess 12 = © é g i ad 
Ro neees 186 = bad 144 ol i aad 
aa. eeee 92 aad > ve 10 4 * 
WA,M.... 129 = 3 9 a a i 
* 646 
iom.. aly i : 291 109 az ° 
co.. . 4g i a 4 27 i - 
MS. ..eee 76 17 6 * 
..... 7S = = 4 16 1 ° 
a, eee BS © baad 7 1 © 
a, eeee 67 = baad 4? 12 8 ad 
GK,M.... 78 > aa be] 22 i aa 
UT..e6- 3 baad ° 24 7 5 a 
WV ceees il al * ? 1 i - 
11TM.. 1,629 26 3 1,206 355 » * 
AL Mees 268 ad ad 5 68 4 » 
eMeces 18 ad © ili “4 2 + 
AL,S.... 134 = = 76 go a ad 
PL,M.... oe S | 73 9 i al 
PLM... 290 bo 2 191 Ff 12 
e@ecee 132 a2 a oo 33 6 al 
e8022 207 * 182 $3 a * 
GA.M.... 109 e ad 84 23 2 ” 
GA.$.... 7 2 bead cy) 2 i © 
Ole ALL CLAINS FILED FOR MIOENMS GF eee ones GENEFITS BASED GH DISABILITY WER TITLE 
Il OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS . (42 UBC 408 (6)). 
ss10 L CLAIMS FOR SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY — PAYMENTS GASED UPON DISABILITY FILED WER 
TITLE AVI OF THE SOCIAL SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. 


Rs! OS ce ree (ne oe) AMD SURVIVORS BENEFITS UNDER TITLE 11 OF THE SOCIAL 
SECURITY ACT, AS AMENDED. (42 USC 408 (G)). 


GTWER GTMER SOCIAL SECURITY-ALL CLAINS NOT COVERED BY GUE OF THE GTMER CATEGORIES PROCEEDING. 
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Tebdle 8-1? 


V.a. Distriet Courts 
Civil Cases by Neture of Suit 
As Of June 30, 1904 through 1908 


a ee 


TOU. occ cccccccccecveeene el 290,202 954,094 262,077 963,361 264,202 04 
WH. Came... cscs ccccccecccese] O1,5% 17,880 87,000 © 84,963 84,804 J 


Recovery of Overpayments 
end —— of 


TTT T coccccces 00,899 22,417 13,928 9,019 7,650 -18.? 
Ower —9 ———— 4,318 $,022 4,903 4,329 3,080 4.8 
Land Condemnation .......666. 2,796 2,247 1,740 1,089 1,007 “3.1 
Other Real Property........... 4,317 4,30° 4,775 4,587 4,04 6.2 
TOPt ACTIONS 2. cece rece neees 4,015 3,683 4,070 4,281 4,333 1.2 
AMTICFUSE . 0 cece eee eee eee 76 29 77 20 bs | “15.3 
Civil Rights: 
Accommodations .......... 39 7 26 3? a 31.3 
Employment......cceecees 1,349 1,410 1,565 1,758 1,007 2.6 
MAKXMIL 18 1@ 15 18 13 “13.3 
Welfare... cc ccc eeccecves 64 6s 61 $2 an “93.1 
Other Civil Rights ......... 942 680 694 905 676 -3.? 


Prisoner Petitions: 
Motions to Vacete 
Sentenee....... 1,047 1,0¢3 1,054 1,138 1,419 24,7 


Habeas Corpus .... cee eees 1,103 2,540 1,127 ° ge" 4? 
Civil Rigte .............. 71° 785 68? sof 633 &,? 
Mandamus and Other ....... 758 211 209 17? 731 34.3 


Forfeiture anc Penalties........ 2,745 3,638 2,701 2,919 3,392 164.9? 
Labor Suits eee eee ee ee) 1,344 1,184 1,123 1,137 1,093 -3.9 


Social Security Laws...........] 29,900 20,309 12,047 12,92¢ 13,976 6.1 
Tex Suits... ee eee e ee evecce 3,364 964 2,947 2,979 2,876 3.5 
Environmental Metters......... 574 a3e 649 691 748 6.? 
= of Information 
PTTUTT — $3¢ $21 468 451 oe -9.8 
al ‘oun vs. Cases. Ceeecceeca 3,507 3,477 3,513 3,320 3,44 4.3 
Privete Cases. eereeeeeeeeeeeeeee 168,766 176,528 184,313 189,098 189,398 0.” 
Contract... . ccc ccceeeccccel 37,804 38,544 0,409 40,574 39,630 1.8 
Rea! Property .......0eeeeeee 2,602 2,770 3,033 3,103 3,006 0.5 
Federa) Sniper Liebility 
PTTTTIT TTT 2,423 7,686 3,174 3,267 3,106 4.9 


Act . 
x otor v ehicle Personai 
Injury ........ TUTTTTET 6,060 6,219 6,390 7,417 7,240 “2.4 


Merine Persone! Injury eeeee 6,050 5,674 $,271 4,828 4,073 15.* 


Airplane Persona! Injury . eee 805 627 eae 1,101 1,104 0.3 
Asseult, Libel, anc 
Slander ....... eeeecceeed 1,076 972 ere 830 76? 6.2 
Medica! Malpractice . Ture — P 1,517 1,700 1,714 1,450 1,415 -14,.? 
Persona! Injury t 
Liability . TT eT TT TT eeeeel 18,457 21,935 76,043 28,991 31,038 7.1 
Other Persone! injury . coed 6,959 9,266 9,006 8,758 9,049 3.3 
Personal Property............ ° 4,463 4,281 4,307 4,230 4,049 “4.3 
Antitrust . MXI 2,00) 1,886 1,570 1,380 1,143 17.2 
Pankruptcy "Appesis . WRRX 2,533 3,488 3,163 3,153 7,048 4° 
Civil Rights: 
Accommodations ........ ed 294 268 229 245 295 70.4 
Employment............5. 11,832 10,777 10,953 10,809 9,099 -4.¢ 
WOU ccc ccccccccccccces 249 279 241 221 264 19.8 
Welfare ............ eecce 274 195 184 188 148 #3 
Other Civil Rights ......... 12,151 12,229 11,929 11,457 11,109 3,9 
Interstate Commerce .......... 729 686 640 765 1,085 37.4 
Prisoner Petitions 
Habees Corpus...... eeeoed 6,434 6,589 #040 7., nas 7,583 73 
Civil Rights ............. -} 17,817 18,737 19,50? 20,349 21,00f 3.1 
Mendamus and Other ....... 98 1"? 197 144 183 «.3 
Pea 9,637 9,848 10,498 10,503 10,554 0.5 
Copyright, Patent and 
Pe 5,08? 5,140 $,297 5,443 5,681 4.0 
Securities, Commodities 
ry 4,505 4,098 §,n°7 5,143 4,714 8,3 
gre § 40" €,74" 7,781 7,783 ants 4s 
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UB Distrtet Courts 
Ciwit Cases Pending Three Years or More 
On June 34, 1067 and 1008 
om Juma oun Peresat ond Jase June 36,| Percent 
District «=| «1087 | = (1008 Distriet 1se7 | 1980 |Change® 
Fetal eeeeeeve 19,762 3) —— Teh Ce. eeeee 1,464 1,342 4.3 
BO nncccccees 721 268 ee 678 ea7 1.8 
B,C ccc ccces 113 Ga 42.9 
let Clr. ..... 2,353 2,680 —— a 8 4 
M,N eeeeee 168 165 -16,7 
hah eeeeeeeeee $1 17 rr n10 207 -7.4 
MA .cccccccee 2,085 2,302 Wh Eon neues % s? | -92.1 
WH .......... 89 Vl. Beer 4 1 -75.0 
BE a cccccccces 8 12 
— 120 184 @aCe...... | a6 — a0 
aad Cr. . 1,088 3,160 AR, E eeeeeeee 35 43 22.9 
AR, Wi... eens $s 1 60.8 
CT wccccccces e485 762 eee 38 26 12.6 
WY, Mow. ceees $11 0 4 U. 8... eeeee — 69 79 145 
WY, E wn. ceeee 428 450 MAN woe eeseees 16 i) 16.4 
NY, S ........ 976 969 MO,E..... eee 91 112 23.1 
NY, Win cceees 313 347 uno. v eeeeeee 73 103 41.1 
eee eee eeeee 12 8 BE eee ee 13 33 183.8 
MD ......... 24 29 26.8 
ire Cor. eeeee 918 1,622 SD... . +) 2 40. 0 
a 79 100 a Ce. ..... 209 §=§=6 4013 a 
coeccceccce 340 “7 
PALE eeeeeeee 135 165 AK eeereeee + ” 123 242 
PA, it eeeeeeee w uM AZ eeeeeeeeee 147 184 11.6 
PA, ........ 166 220 CALM ........ 378 473 25.1 
VE wcccccccces 128 os CALE ....... 282 270 7.1 
Gi GS coccccce 316 836 69.6 
@h Ch. ... 1,185 1,403 CA,$ eeeeeece 179 4 163.4 
BD cccccccccce 488 Ga? 29.9 
MD e* @eeee as ate 18.2 Bi eccocececes $8 $8 -123.8 
NCL E eeeee 27 11 -$9.3 MT... eeeee ee 67 168 93.1 
NC, ........ 6 7 16.7 BY cccccccces 171 179 4.7 
NC, ........ 19 14 “26.3 ff OR ..cccevees 16 13 -18.8 
eeccsccccece 0 20 23.0 WA, E ........ 10S 109 3.8 
VALE ........ 288 #1 04.1 WA, V........ 113 87 -23.0 
VA, W 2222 68 a 38.8 GU eeeeeee eee 637 027 — 
wv, x 2222222 299 184 38.5 ag) eeeeeece 3 3 © 
WV,S ...... e 2 9} -66.1 sem Ch. on an - 
SmCe......| 3703 3,967 1. aan 
co eeeee . ee 117 141 26.5 
LA, E ........ 183 116 -39.9 ES........... 133 182 4.7 
LA, ........ 60 188 7.1 MM ow cece ewes 16 4 -2.6 
LA, W... ee eee 106 7 87.4 OR, ........ $3 61 —*3 
eecccces -7. eocccece 11 6 
BRST Bat | a | SRBEEES ul 
TX, B 22222 168 239 49.4 UT —22222 170 132 -22.4 
TH, E ........ Eo) 768 106.1 WP wc ccccccce 7 7 
.S......... 1,007 1,244 23.5 
TX, Ween ee 203 191 -5.9 llth Ci. 692 341 -18.9 
@h Ce...... 1,064 1,931 4.6 AL, BM ....... 26 29 11.5 
AL, M ....20e 12 19 $8.3 
— — .| 138 oe | -30.4 AL,S........ 4s @| -111 
RY, V........ 262 280 4.6 PL, eecce 38 % -6.3 
eee 263 283 3.8 PL, Mo... 249 162 | -34.9 
MI, Wo. cece ee 92 7% | -14.1 PL, B......... 158 133 3.2 
OH, NW... sees 301 $3! 3S.8 GA, wn cceeee 80 16.6 
OH,S ........ 48 332 0.8 GA, Mo. eens 78 33} -$7.7 
THLE ........ 32 as $3.1 B wcccce oe 6 1} -#3.3 
TN, Mo... eee “a2 # 16.3 
TN, V........ 378 293 s4 
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CIVIL CANES PRMBINS 9 vtans * ert ate coum amp aatume oF sult 


yoaes Veen ep ¥.5. cases | PaLvate Cases 
amt 30,| ae 30. F eggnnas | ovetanyre eo! —— 
eatume oF sult 1967 | 1966 | PLaleTEes| CePGmBan? GUsSTiOn| CITIZEme~tP] AMISOICTION 
ee = 
67a, CASES.............. eee — — A — — 1,008, 6,200 9,000 ‘ss 
CONTRACT ACTIONS, TOTAL. ........cccccecccceccees 2.909 2.008 rv Py 1,900 10 
ETCETERA AE ms wi 1 1s 10 ns 1 
u«aimt............ nt vad tek Rg Be tn le = 186 ‘ é ee 1 } 
MULLER ACT... ww. ccues eereccccccccccocoos Cececccocccoe 80 70 aS - ae * 
—— WWSTINOTS. .........0ccccccccccecceeceee vey 197 * 2 a a” i 
OveRPaveteTs aD COFORCENEST OF ABBUETS a ” 10 ° i ry 1 
OCF aun ED STUDENT LOams.......... XV * ae de . ° . : 
vevenaas’ QvaMPawS’. ss... 0 1ee ioe - . - 
TGR COWTRAET ACTIONS.........ccccccccececceececeeee 2,680,007 | « * uaa 1,000 12 
ata PROPERTY ecTIONS, TeTm....... eiionnndens oa i 107 oe! » 198 ? 
tt tities vexecccceworeseeesonaeeees 188 TT ry rai * 2a - 
OGe?, .GaSt. amb CHCTIONT..................ccce0eee, * * ⁊ 3— rT 1 
TOTS FO LOMD. ow... ccc ccc weeweeee — —— 7 60 e te! 1? B . 
OTHER Aba, PROPERTY ACTIONS.................-..0000-- 192 123 ů 42 | 10 rr 2 
YoaT actions, TetaL......... — — n ss | 570 7.638 se 
PEMSOmAL TOMMY, TOTAL... ......cc.cccccccccceccceuces 6.9% 866.299 ’ 6 75 7, 008 $3 
PERLE IRAMY PRODUCT LIABILITY, rera · ........ “4 — ” 6,79 " 
oe he... ee ee Sa cosevees : 4 
— 60000 00468 Seeescone O6erceeeee 22 1% - i $ 10 - 
meron VEniCit............... nee ann te “ rr ° . i 4 
; ——— ————————————— . 440 $.063 - 0 202 4. - 
** hp — Shee apt 1.000 = 1.808 . a: rs) 1.763 . 
Ormge PERSOna, ia aav. tera ? 
a Sa. ™ * in—— —— — 
— * 212 ? 13 190 ” * 
me venicil................. 177 168 . 19 3 123 23 
ASSOuAT, LIBEL amd Si. ander 7 7 - 
FEDERaL EMPLGVERS * 3 138 . . 
MEOICAL MALPMACTICE........... SSOSSonesooeccoce 1e8 168 - 51 3 ib a 
ePrrrrrrrtPrrrrrrrT ee POTTTTTT TT TT eoeeee aod oD - 6? 419 no 22 
PERSOwAL PROPERTY Oamece. TeTaL.............. apenas wl 4 ay 4 
FRAUD INCLUDING — — — — Wy + 
STwER PERSONAL PROPERTY DameGE................. > 100 169 ‘ 16 *ᷣ 100 i 
ACTI@mS UNDER STATUTES, TOTAL...............000. 8,260 6,008 — —— 2 
ET ⸗ï⸗ — Pia) 230 1 - 233 : - 
— 28 — — a § Ee es : : 
miTWORama 26 USC 18?).......cccccccccceccececcee a 162 i 161 . . 
DAMES AMD GAMNIGG. 2.2... 6. ccc ccceeceecceee sens on an 23 J 1 13 . - 
a _ 1,097 . . 
1.08° = 1, 088 ” 87 | a - - 
ae 12 i 2! ‘ . . 
rr) u - | s - - 
1,986 = 1,198 2s %, 1.006 . ° 
COMUNE (ICC MATES. tx ..................... mood ay 2 : a : - 
ECOMONIC STABILIZATION ACT...........-...0.0cc00sceee 3 J 3 
iz MATTERS............ seeabebaneenesanesee i) 179 rv 3 re ° . 
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¥.5. OLSTASCT ComaTs 
civii CASES PENDING 9 YEARS OP MORE, OY 60515 GF AMISDICTION amp eatuns OF Suit 
Aam Compete! en [pew 
aS AME 38, 
ret mo v.5. cases Patvere Cases 
cans Seen 
amt 30.| nm 30. Fepena: | orvers | 
marume OF suit 1907 1? 1008 a quisition | cittttwsnte| am:scic? ie 
oCTiOuS UMBGO STATUTES. CONT IOUED 
— ᷑ß ſ ſi ú as 2 ‘ ° e . " — 
Sariene re nacate Swag o.200002000000 —— — — — — — 
poe le 3 —413 
n 16 : M rH . . 
1,7 1,087 a 08 1,01 @ 1 
ay at 2 = — — 
u 2s * 
ale vaarvie samara. eccocece eeccceoce ; ; ; - * - - 
42 4 
20 H ? | 199 . : 
be 3 * = de - ⸗ 
1s 19 ° ° 19 . " 
m1 338 13 . ne . ° 
° 2 ct . e 
246 261 ° 2 ave ° * 
9 * 
oe i.ee⸗ s ss! on ° . 
2 1! : . ° 
m owl) fowl 
90 29 a 6 © * od 
y ry J | - e e 
‘ ĩ + ° . . 
2 1 . - | 2 . . 
Det ReRRSSS 6666806600000 00600060008 000 60006 10 191 91 im i © - 2 
5* ee —— oc eneceesesesoucsoes cons 2 2 - 2/ - ° ° 
| ci heen Senta “ my . 3 1 ‘ — 
— 23* —D— 23 rT ° 1; 70 . 
—— oe 2 rs] irs | ry : - 
GTmGO OCTIOMS. TOTAL... eee cece cece rt) 10 . e | : : ° 
OOMSTIC MELATION........-..- —— U ⸗ 9 
— — — i 1 1 
— — — 2 ’ . . i . & 


Criminal Defendants Coavicted and Not Convicted 
1967 and 1968 
Percent 
Method of Disposition 1987 1968 | Change 
Total Defendants ......... e+e | 54,168 52,791 -2.5 
Total Net Cenvietes =... | 10,226) «9,888 || -3.3 
Percent of Defendants . eee 18.9 18,7 - 
Dismiased .. ccc ccc ecscccces 8,784 6,368 -4.7 
- eeeesee ee eee ee 446 453 1.6 
. Ss ...... eeccece wTTTTTTT 996 1,068 7.2 
Total Convicted dt... | 43,942 42,902 | -2.4 
Percent of Defendants . eeeeeee 81.1 $1.3 aad 
By Plea of Guilty ...... eccccceces 37,816 36,917 -2.4 
eccccccccce eee 624 $07 -4.3 
By Court eeeeeveee eeeeeeveeeere 1,371 1,267 -7.6 
By Jury eeeneeeee eee0neeeee? eeenee 4,131 4,121 0.2 
Type sentence: 
Pine ealy............ ccccece 4,368 4,087 6.4 
Other e@eeeeoeoeeeeeeeen ea ee 207 288 37.7 
imprisonment .. . . .- eoccccces 23,344 22,473 -3.7 
Regular Sentence® ......... 17,586 17,605 0.3 
1-12 months......0-eee0% 2,661 3,670 15.4 
13 - 35 months .......-000. 3,850 3,721 -3.4 
36 - $9 months... eee . 3,942 3,291 -16.5 
60 months and over......... 7,103 7,533 5.9 
Average Sentence.......... 63.4 63.9 - 
Split sentence eeeevece eeree 4,524 4,014 -11.3 
eeeeeeee oe 1,287 048 -32.5 
YCA or V eeeece eeeceece 7 8 -14.3 
Probdation... eeeeeeveeeeeene 16,023 16,057 0.2 
Term 
1-13 ..cceee —XRX 3,903 4,239 8.6 
13 - 24 eeeeeeece eeeeece 2,517 2,621 4.1 
25-36... 2.20 ecccccce 4,355 4,420 1.5 
37 amd OVE? 2.022 cess ee $,248 4,777 9.0 
Average Term eeecee eeeee 35.2 34.0 aad 
: by -~ten Pederai Juvenile Act sentences. 
Youth Corrections Act and Youth (Repealed 
Pub. L. 96-473, effective 10-12-84). 
125 
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Table 3-16 


U.S. Distriet Courts 
Status of Crimins! Defendants with Cases Pending ca June 36, 1964 through 1968 
Percent 
Change 
1908/ 
Netes 1964 1963 1908 1967 1886 1967 
ee PTTTTITTTITITITTTTT TTT 28,951 32,626 236,314 37,401 41,809 11.8 
Hem- Triake 
Nen-Triable defendants - Total’ ................ 12,471 13,579 14,145 13,560 14,962/| 9.9 
Percent of tote! pending eerveee eeeeeereveereee 43.1 41.6 38.9 36.2 32.4 © 
Pugitive defendants - sever arrested, mm moaned 
end/or erraigned........ TTTTTTITITTTT TTT 11,538 12,131 13,108 13,141 14,396 9.6 
eee 933 1,448 96s 419 ses | 20.8 
Frtatis Degusiasts 
Triable Gofendaats - Total... ...ccccccccsscsecs 12,197 13,865 16,247 18,783 19,831 4.6 
Percen: of total pending ..... PTY TTTTTT TT TTT 42.1 42.5 44.7 $8.2 47.4 5.6 
Detepauts Tried 
Defendants tried or Guilty ead ewei’ ing 
sentencing - Totaiꝰ................. eeecces 4,283 5,176 5,922 $058 6,383 | 26.4 
Percent of total pending ......... eovcccsccce 14.8 15.9 16.3 13.5 15.3 - 
efter triei 
» ~~ save TTTTITITT — 459 $$1 650 626 683 10,2 


: Inctudes defendants who ere mentally incompetent cad Giomimeale pending by the U.S. Attorney. 
2 mebedes defendants whe wore not classified under on excludable delay status category 


end delays under Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3161(H). 


3 eludes defendants whose prosecutions were deferred or sentenced under Title 21 U.S.C. Section 8440X1). 
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Criminal Defendants Whose Cases Were Dismi: :ed 
Pursuant to Title 18 U.S.C. Section 3162(a) in 1987 and 1968 


1987 1968 
First Second Fiest Second 
Interval Interval interval Interval 
District w/P w/O | Ww/P | W/O w/P | W/O | W/P | W/O 
Mespachusetts ...-ccccccvccee a baad baad 1 — — — - 
New York, Easterm .....-+0+:% © al * 9° © 1 
New York, Western.......- ee aa aad 2 2 ad bal ¢ 1 
Pennsyivenia, Western ee ee ad e 1 @ - — — 
Vermont eeeeereee eeereeereee © = baad - 1 — — - 
Tennessee, Middle eeeeeeeeees © = © 1 - — — 
MUinois, Southern eeeeevee . = @ = 1 - = = - 
Arkansas, Western eee . oe baal @ © 1 - - — - 
Missouri, Eastern ......+ eevee aa aad a 3 - = — — 
Florida, eeeeeeee eevee 1 al a 7 aad o © 1 
California, Eastern. . eee ? al o al — bad ad 1 
Total eeerveveee eeeeeeee L 3 16 | baal al < 
W/O - Without Prejudice 
W/P - With Prejudice 
Table S-18 


U.S. District Courts 
Defendant Terminations within Speedy Trial Intervals One or Two 


1986 through 1988 
Intervals 1986 1987 1988 
First Interval: 
Total Defendants e@eeeoseeeeeeees 17,198 19.830 17,599 
Defendants Indicted in 30 Net 
Days or Less Following 
TTT TTT TTT 16,664 19,129 16,839 
Percent of Total.......ceccces 96.9 96.5 95.7 
Second Intervals 
Total Defendants eeeeseeeeneeeseeee 47,192 50,494 48,674 
Defendants Tried in 70 Net 
Days or Less Following 
Indictment ......-eeceeee% 45,243 47,817 46,323 
Percent of Total.......-cceeces 95.9 94.7 95.2 
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Table 8-19 
Trials Completed in the U.S, District Courts 
1977 through 1988 


Civil Criminal 
. 
Total Non- Non- 
Year Trials | Total jury | Jury | Total} jury | Jury 


1977... | 18,827 | 11,605 7,792 3,013 | 7,222) 2,661 4,561 
1978 .. | 18,851 | 11,515 8,326 3,180 | 7,336 | 3,344 3,992 
1979 .. | 18,563 | 11,764] 8,348 3,416 | 6,799) 3,132 3,667 
1980 .. | 19,625 | 13,191 9,254 3,937 | 6,634) 3,216 3,418 
1981 .. | 21,239 | 14,697 | 10,047 4,650 | 6,542/ 2,962 3,580 
1962 .. | 21,397 | 14,753 | 10,074 4,679 | 6,644) 3,076 3,568 


1983 .. | 21,345 | 14,689 9,712 4,977 | 6,656 | 3,003 3,653 
1964 .. | 20,830 | 14,374 9,037 5,337 | 6,456] 2,823 3,633 
1985 .. | 20,729 | 14,254 6,817 5,437 | 6,475 | 2,778 3,697 
1986 .. | 20,242 | 13,276 8,054 5,222 | 6,966} 3,066 3,900 
1987 .. | 19,985 | 13,162 7,597 5,565 | 6,823) 2,912 3,911 
1988 .. | 19,901 | 12,536 7,088 5,448 | 7,365) 3,215 4,150 


Percent Change 
1988 over 
1987 .. | 0.4 4.8 ~6.7 -2.1 7.9 10.4 6.1 


Table S-20 
District Judges Reporting on Cases and Motions 
Held Under Advisement Over 60 Days on June 30, 1988 


Judges Cases and Motions 
With 
Cases Total | 60 Days 
Total Over Over to 
Circuit Reporting | 60 Days | 6@ Deys | 6 Months 
= 

Total..... 690 328 2,629 1,545 
District of 

Columbia ... 18 12 73 28 

First seeees 28 16 85 34 

Second.... 67 35 283 179 

ee 71 38 211 140 

Fourth........ 56 22 65 45 

Fifth. ....506. 74 3/ 247 152 

0 69 33 601 318 

Seventh..... : 51 26 383 213 

Eighth........ 55 19 75 51 

Ninth. ......6.6. 102 40 175 123 

Tenth .....66. 34 13 ! 78 47 

Eleventh ...... 65 37 | 353 215 
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Table S-21 
U.S, District Courts 
Weighted and Unweighted Fai Authorized 
District oo 
19864 through 1988 


Case Filings 1964 | 1985; 1986 | 1987/| 1988 


Authorized Judgeships ......| 511 571 571 571 571 


Total Weighted............| 406 453 461 461 467 
Tt an200000000000006 443 401 408 408 413 
Criminal ...cesceeccees 53 52 53 53 54 

Total Uaweighted..........| 555 521 491 465 467 


Pi asneseeeceeeecene 510 478 445 417 418 
Dt ccoccceceececes 45 43 46 48 49 


* Criminal filings include only felomes and exclude transfers. 
The territorial courts of Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, and 


the Virgin Islands are excluded, 
Table 8-22 
Three-Judge District Court Hearings By Nature of Suit 
1983 Through 1988 
Nature of Suit 1983 | 1984 | 1985 | 1986/| 1987) 1988 

. Tren rrrrrrrerrririrn sf 27 35 10 19 20 15 
Reapportionment! 6... kee cece eee eee 9 WW 2 1 1 9 
Civil Rights . 0... ccc eee ewww ween eenees 16 16 8 15 19 10 
Discrimination... ... ccc cece cece eeeces 1 1 - - - - 
Education ... cc cc eee ee eee eee eeeeeees - J J 1 
Penal code and prisoner petitions TTTTTTTT TT 1 - - - - - 
Voting and election laws* ............... 14 18 8 15 17 8 
TTT TTT — ——— — - - - - 1 - 

Constitutionality of other state 
re ie ee ee — — - J J 1 1 
| Ferrer errr rreerrrre ref i 2 2 - 3 ° — 


Itwo voting rights cases in 1986, 1987 and 1988 were considered on briefs without hearing; in 
1988 one reapportionment case was considered on briefs. 
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Table 8-23 


Passport Applications and 
Petitions for Naturalization 


1970, and 1980 through 1988 
Pass- Petit- 
port ions 
Applica- fo Aliens 
tions Natural- | Natural- 
Year Processed*® | ization ized 


1970 .,. | 473,270 94,660 89,025 
1980 ...| 23,803 150,646 133,721 


1961 ...| 18,650 145,339 161,177 
1962 ...| 15,018 158,146 141,252 
1963 ...| 11,800 172,877 166,121 
1984....| 9,603 218,616 171,750 


1985 ...| 2,584 279,781 236,009 
1986 ...| 1,996 293,252 252,679 
1987 ... 696 219,693 260,885 
1988 ... 692 243,039 252,742 


* Excludes passports processed by regional U.S. 
passport offices, U.S. post offices, and state 


courts, 
Table 8-24 
Cumulative Summary of Actions Subjected to 
Title 28 U.8.C. Section 1407 Proceedings 
1968 through 1968 
As of As of 
duly 1, dune 30, 
Actions 1987 1968 1908 
Nereferreo................... 9,917 358 10,275 
nally Piled in Transferee 
WYTTITITILTI TTT TT 6,009 504 6,513 
Total Subjected to Section 1407 
WYTTTTIITITI TTY 15,926 86? 16,788 
Terminated by Transferee Courts or 
Remanded by the Panel......... (14,069) 6867) (14,636)* 
"iubjected to Bection 1407. 
Subjected to Section 1407 
Proceceedinge................ 1,657 - 2,152 


* bicludes a total of 2,612 actions which have been remanded by the Pane! 
and 161 actions re-essigned to transferor judges within the transferee 
districts. 
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Table S-26 
Matters Handled by Full-Time, Part-Time, and Combination Magistrates 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1968 


Pretrial Conferences ........ cece 3,462 3,340 90 
Calendar Calls... . 6.6. ccc ceeees 1,679 1,579 97 
MPYTTTITITITT TTT TTT 3,679 3,528 48 103 
GOD a ccccccccccccccccccscceces 167,486 | 158,099 /,130 2,257 
Pretrial Conferences .........55:5 48,359 45,715 2,136 $08 
Motions (A) ...... cece 95,953 90,501 4,018 1,434 
Motions (B) ....... 06 ceceeeees 7,655 7,426 201 28 
Evidentiary Hearings ............ 1,784 1,666 92 26 
Social Security... .. 6.6. cc eeeees 7,258 6,988 265 5 
Special Masterships ............. 1,213 1,156 55 2 
Calendar Calla................. 2,184 2,067 104 13 
GP ccc cccccccccccccccccces 3,080 2,580 259 241 
Prisoner Litigation ...........0006. 25,464 24,374 $14 276 
(Evidentiary Hearings) ........... (1,263) | (1,222) (37) (4) 
State Habeas .... 1... cece neces 7,103 6,897 166 40 
Federal Habeas ...... 0.6 ee seuss 2,542 2,417 121 4 
Civil Rights ....... 666 c cee eeees 15,819 15,060 527 232 
Civil Comment Cases ...... 2.2555, 5,903 5,794 106 3 
Without TFiel.................... 4,914 4,814 88 2 
»— 4 1 
Non-Jury Trial .... 6.0. c eee ewenes 439 430 9 0 


* The total number of matters handled by full-time magistrates includes 493 total matters 
whieh were handled by recalled magistrates. 
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Table S-27 
Misdemeanor (Defendants) Disposed of by U.S. Magistrates 
From 1984 through 1988 _ 


Offenses 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 
Ti cocseeeceeeeseeece]s 90,757 92,269 95,988 89,996 
Misdemeanors other than 
Petty Offenses.......... 11,276 13,779 12,298 12,896 13,418 
Traffic e*eee . *e e*eeees 7 6,104 7,919 7,237 7,624 7,141 
— ———— 1,477 1,854 1,457 1,413 1,540 
Food/Drug 7 eee *e e*eeee * 1,086 851 1,209 1,278 2,004 
My seccocececcececoesees 876 857 1,093 1,099 1,352 
Other - e*eneeeeees eee . 7 1,733 2,298 1,302 1,482 1,381 
Petty Offenses....... , - | 73,199 76,978 79,971 83,092 76,578 
Traffic e*eeeeeeeeneeeeeee e*eee 48,906 52,630 52,011 56,763 50,402 
Immigration ................l 10,720 9,686 12,501 10,281 10,483 
Hunting/Fishing/Camping . 3,283 3,369 3,444 2,914 3,213 
Pt s-eceenesceescecesseeses 284 192 231 183 235 
Drunk/Disorderly ............ 2,610 2,451 3,321 2,799 2,874 
Food / Drug................. 782 733 860 888 1,128 
Other .... eTTTTT TTT TT 6,614 7,917 7,603 9,264 8,243 
Table S-28 


Districts with the Highest Number of Misdemeanors 


Disposed of by Magistrates During 


the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1988 


Districts 

Virginia, Eastern ......... ooo | 7,213 5,802 7 1,404 
Texas, Western...........6. . | 5,523 3,435 1,462 626 
Kentucky, Western . ....... | 4,344 3,454 J 890 
North Carolina, Eastern ...... 4,077 3,473 J 604 
V —— — — — 4,055 3,275 - 780 
Washington, Western.......... 3,261 2,280 - 981 
Texas, Southern ..........66. 3,046 216 2,599 231 
California, Eastern........... 2,838 1,253 81 1,504 
Oklahoma, Western. .......... | 2,702 2,491 - 211 
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Table 5-29 


U.S. District Courts 
Probationers Received from Judges and U.S. Magistrates 


by Length of Term (Totals Only) 19864 - 1988 


Probationers Received from Judges U.S. 
| Case 
1-12 13-44 25-36 Months Received 

Year Tota: Months Months Months & More (ALL) 

1964 ..... 14 851 2,489 4,658 5,346 7,582 

1985 ...... 13,723 903 2,269 4,739 5,812 7,662 

1906 ...... 14,266 677 2,189 4,900 6,500 8,590 

1967 ...... 15,131 785 2,150 $,126 7,100 8,089 

1988 ... 14,105 656 2,097 4,648 6,704 8,180 

Percent Change 1968 

Over 1987 4.8 13.1 -2.5 9.3 -5.6 1.1 
Table S-30 
U.S. District Courts 
Persons Received for Supervision by Offense 
1987 and 1988 
1987 1988 
Offense Number | Percent Number | Percent 
Total eeeeeeeeneenee? 37,231 100.0 36,672 100.0 
Homicide, Robbery, Assault & 

Burgiary @eeeeseeeeeeeeeeeeee 2,174 5.8 2,185 6.0 
LOPCONY 2c ce cece cece sccccces 3,225 8.7 3,008 8.2 
Embezzlement @eeeeeeeeeeeeeee 2,398 6.4 2,147 5.9 
Fraud eeeeeeneeeeeeneeeeeeeeee 6,367 17.1 6,245 17.0 
Auto Us +-6600000000006668 364 1.0 362 1.0 
Forgery & Counterfeiting ....... 2,322 6.2 1,921 5.2 
Drug Laws (all cases) .......... 10,522 28.3 11,488 31.3 

Marihuana seeeeeeneeeeeoeseeee 3,138 8.4 3,613 9.9 

Narcotics. @eeeeeeeeeesenee_eees 5,829 15.7 6,281 17.1 

Controlled Substances........ 1,555 4.2 1,594 4.3 
Weapons & Firearms..........+. 1,409 3.8 1,264 3.4 
Other General Offenses ........ 4,591 12.3 4,588 12.5 
Immigration @eeeeeneeseeeneeeneee 1,418 3.8 1,037 2.8 
Other Special Offenses ......... 2,441 6.6 2,427 6.6 
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Table 5-31 
U.S District Courts 
Susmane Gonseed Gem Gap eng Spent Gy Catstee 


1964 1985 1906 1967 
Mo, | Rate | Mo. | Rate | No. | | Rate | Mo. | Rate 
—⸗ os 5,269 18.8) 5,063 20.2] 6321 20.5 16,706 21.7 
Probation ........ 1,757 615.9] 2035 17.7] 2184 17.8 /2,416 19.8 

U.S. Magistrate 

Probation. ......s06. geo 14.6 9998 18,2 1,156 16,7 1,293 16.8 
Pretrial Diversion... .. * 241 44 6 26) © 45 
Federal Parole ......... 1,934 §636.7/ 2,038 38.1] 2,006 37.7] 2,007 38.5 
ae Se ecccece 6 45 326 14.2 as 18. ais «18.8 
Military Perole......... mM SS] 3 85 1 6048) Of 
Special Parole ......... 338 27.0] 379 31.6] 475 33.5] 453 31.2 
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Table A-1 
Supreme Court of the United States 
Cases On Docket, Disposed of, and Remaining On Dockets 
At Conclusion of October Terms 1983 through 1987 


1983 
Cases on Docket...... oe 5,100 18 2,688 2,394 
Disposed of ......... ... 4,140 7 2,148 1,985 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 960 11 540 409 
1984 
Cases on Docket....... eee 5,006 15 2,575 2,416 
Disposed of ............ ° 4,261 8 2,175 2,078 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 745 7 400 338 
1985 
ses on Doeket.......... 5,158 10 2,571 2,577 
Disposed of ........ coves 4,275 2 2,095 2,178 
Remaining on Dockets ..... 883 8 476 399 
1986" 
Cases on Docket.......... 5,123 12 2,547 2,564 
Disposed of . —XR 4,349 1 2,105 2,243 
Remaining on Dockets —XR 774 11 442 321 
1987 
Cases on Doeket .......... 5,268 16 2,577 2,675 
Disposed of ...... eee 4,387 5 2,131 2,251 
Remaining on Dockets . —XRX 881 11 440 424 
— — — 
during term .......... 
—8 of by full 
opinions................. 174 159 161 ea 1831 
Disposed of by per 
curiam opinions ......... * 6 11 10 10 9 
Set for re-argument ....... eee 4 5 1 1 ? 
Granted review this 
CPM oc ccccccccccccccces 149 185 187 167 8 180 
Reviewed and decided 
vithout oral argument ...... 86 $2 103 «6113 95 
Total to de available 
for argument at outset 
of following term .......... 80 87 101 91 05 


* Revised 
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APPEALS COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AMD PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 


TABLE 86. 


U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGOS ENDING JUNE 30, 1967 AND 1968 
FILINGS TERMINATIONS PENDI 4G 
ciacui⸗ 1987 1903 | ‘Ounce 1987 1988 1987 
TOTAL........ | 35,176 | 37,526 6.7 | 36,666 | 35,088 4.2 | 26,008 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 1,583 1,925 21.6 1,966 | 1,663 | -15.4 1,859 
FIRST... .. 2.00. — 1,110 1,239 11.6 1,092 | 1,17 7.7 716 
SECOND. .........00005 3,008 2,942 -2.2 | 3,008 | 2,942 -2.2 820 
on 2,595 2,933 13.0 | 2,579 | 2,985 15.7 1,308 
SSR 2,886 3,203 11.0 | 2,760 | 3,198 15.9 1,952 
OPT. cecccsccccccocs 4,301 4,331 7, 6,17 4,279© © 2.9 2,552 
ES ceseceeee | 3,017 | 3,633 4 | 3,762 | 3,937 4.7 | 3,025 
SEVENTH. 0.0... cece es 2,173 2,409 10.9 | 2,300 | 2,123 -9.3 1,496 
E 2.200 2,387 | 8.1 | 2,150 | 2,142 -.6 | 1,273 
— —— 3.62 6,334 12.1 | 5,092 5,642 10.8 | 5,898 
—— 3 1,967 2, 066 5.0 1,057 | 1,991 7.2' 2,275 
ELEVENTH. .........05. | 3,875 | 3,926 | 1.3 3,664 | 3,794 2.5 | 2,834 


Leh 


Cl@cull amp 
maTume OF 
PROC EEDI US 


Mi CIMGMITS......... 
‘ee 


Camm ae 
aBAl GI STAATIVE 2* 
GRIGI NAL PROCEEDINGS... 


OISTAICT OF COLUeBia. 


ABMLGISTRATIVE aPPEALS.. 
GRIGI MAL PROCEEDINGS... 


FIMST CIMCUIT........ 


PAlY PRISGMER PETITIONS 


ee ay 


adel] svaative’ =: 
GAIGI MAL PROCEEDINGS. . 


CASES TEMUAATED 


ria vi maT iaus 
Temesmat 16NS ou Te mEAITS 
Cases | 
CEISHENCED CASES 
cast⸗ — 013°8SED asten | Cases 
PENDING oF ev arTea ne- 
SAY 1 enic-| a€ie- Conse - sv ay onan | msssion lame 30 
1967 | Tet | seas |STATED>| teta| sation | Teta Stast | toi om GAIEFS | 1900 
26,008 /37,52¢ [37,014 $10 | 25,060) 2,608 (16,012 | $,482 6,990 |19,178| 9.998 9,980] 27,606 
6,326] 6,082| 5,908 os | $,286 ose | 1,887 | S71 266 / 3,003|/ 2,223 1,370] $,082 
1,347] 1,962] 1,921 a : 67 | veo| s80 4:3/| 1,095 165 oso] 1,208 
083] 6,268 0.196 so | 4,922 982 | 1.660| 662 1,338 | 2,930; 1,316 1,190] 3,200 
3,007| 7,290/ 7.195 130] 7.292 190 | 3.793 | 2,873 1,622 | 3,280 606 äůißn 3,409 
9,693/13,170/13,682 168 | 12,906] 1,278 | 4.099 | 3.288 3.699 | 6.989| 4,398  2.199| 10.387 
700) 1,153| 1,143 10 | 1,266 92 107 | 880 367 193} 629 
2,603| 3,063| 3,007 | 2.635 ase | 1.680) S20 661 | 1,903 Tee a7| 3,089 
173| 642 2 12 so | we 03 7) = 16 
1,089] 1,939| 1,925 -| 4 as | os 7 — a) oe 3} 2,121 
78} 160) 140 : 105 n 9 8 ‘ 8 * 19} «483 
61 | 78 : 78 i 18 ĩ 62 ’ 35 61 
ooo} 323| 323 ° 097 92] 115 a? | 290 127 163} 325 
| 8638 : ‘ 3 a | 5 3 32 4 ñn 
262} 200) 266 . a7 rr 21 «| 161 ry) so} 333 
9 2 2 - i i 3 3 3 ? i 
915] 1,006| 1,006 - 02 100} 243 so 06} |) 88 191 70| 1,399 
22} | 3] | Be - 7 . a| 3 $ 27 ‘ 23 
716] 1.239] 1,228 | 4.3% » 72 | 10088 | (ote 16 aso| 729 
— 
162 302 298 * 248 14 bo 310 % 1465 114 31 aye 
9 2e 23 1 22 * 9 i 8 13 3 10 11 
131 209) 208 1 211 2 62 11 si} 16? nr ses} 129 
oy % 7§ 1 61 _- 41 ad 18 ec 24 Ty 31 
318} $00! $37 3 Sea 19| 200 oe 092 | 288 215 10} i4 
9 19 16 1 17? - @ 9 3 g 9 4 11 
30} «« 46G 2 roy a 1? 2 15 5 02 
1 9 9 - - 1 - i 7 1 @ 2 


TABLE O-1. U.S. COURTS (* aPPEaSs 
CASES COOTERCED, TERMINATED, AMD Pc ANG, BY CIACUIT, 
GURING fee THELVE MBNTH PERIGD EDGED AME 3B, 1968 


cut 


CASES 
PROCEDURAL —XX 
TEM maT Ons an Tet MERITS 
CASES 
CASES 
CASES SPOSED 
CIRCUIT amp Peal uc oF ev 
maTume OF SAY} eaic-| aeie- - ev | ov 
PROCE GDI UG 1967 | Tota | ima. | Stavep>| vetm | seatiow | totam | ames | stare 
— 
SECOND CIMCYIT....... 620] 2.902] 2.788 150 | 2,902] 293 | 1,502] 380 1,162 | 1,107 906 203} 820 
rn aor] soe} $17 822] = $29 ies ee ee a7 so} 351 
3. paisence giuien | 97] * eo} 632 2 7) 2 | 21 19 20 
Sanus Civ... 83} 312] 299 13 | Ber | 381 3 «6183 | 125 108 17 5a 
Palv. OMiSene® PETiTious 126 ao 0802 | S08 7 | 373] 190 «6383 | 125 7 |} 381 
Singh PRIVATE CIVIL..... 275|1.188/1,198 $0 3,381 uu? | 66? 7% 0669 | 47 382 33| 382 
— le 12| ° 68 1 62 $ * 5 «| * 3 15 
agmteLSTAATIVE APPEALS. 5} 180) 176 é 182 2 | 17 | © | 33 $2 1 43 
ORIGina, PROCEEDINGS. . .. s|} 2] 2 - 0 - 2 - 2! 2 2 2 6 
THIRD CIMCUIT...... -- | 1,306] 2,933] 2,079 «Se | 2,905, 223 | 3,192 | Sed 653 | 1,572} 530 1,638| 3,256 
on aes] 10} 008 2| 430 a) 132) $2 6: 292 81 a1; 226 
US. PRiSOnia PETITIONS $9| tee] 130 8 149 5 “7 s 2 9 11 —8 Se 
Oth U. S$. ClviL....... 131} 262] 255 >| 268 19 s| 8 0 177 $7 130} 412 
PRIV. PRISBWER PETITIONS 160] 650| 601 13 | 632 | 12) 22 17% ©6212 23 109} 182 
OTGa PRIVATE CIVLL..... $o1| 1,382] 1,162 20 1,179 1200 | 432| 166 36006 627 295 332; See 
SAMMBTCY.............. so| 7] ' % 1 108 2, 5 su 5* 27 22 23 
AGMIGISTRATIVE APPEALS... 116] 160) 187 a| 67 22 63 a = 8 % “| 10 
@RiGina PROCEEDINGS... 3) oo] 4 - * ĩ 7 & * 
Feuntn CIMCUIT...... . | 1,952] 3,203| 3,200 3 | 3.198, 3 | 982] «6 S37 1,910/ 618 1,092) 1,957 
, : 
CRIMIMAL..........22..-. a79| 423) 422 1 «| 7 2 6888 172 
U.S. PRISONE PETITIONS 122} 267| 267 -| 2 16 * ü es) 16 151 
OigA U. $. ClvL....... 205| 295| 296 1| 399 ra.) 7 82 1% 107 o9/ = 201 
Palv. PRISOWER PETITIONS i] 699] 696 1] 9a? ee a er eS, * $13} 413 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 736| e82| 482 -| 6 a? | 5 7 3m 2* 172} 610 
SAMMMTCY............. 6e 6 325| 238 J 133 | * eo ©, 5* * 13} 188 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 119 = 185| 185 - 188 3 o9 » s 6 90 136 
CRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 7) 2 : * 2 5 ¢ 7 @ 1 ‘ 
UF CHMCUIT........ | 2,982] 6,51] 4,302 129 | 6,205] a2 | 3,650] oes 3,005 | 3,003] 083.0] 8, S08 
COI 315} 638) 621 | 515 | 135| 32 | 3s) 1” a; 43s 
5. PRISONER PETITIONS | 116] 110 é 165 3 42 2 | 6 2 59 $7 
ouea U. $. CIVIL....... 108} 333) 337 ¢| 316 22} o)| 7 6] 198 71 177} 38? 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 626/ 1,107} 1,000 38 | 1,300 | 642) 361 *i 637 “ 92) 436 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,18¢| 1,672] 1.620 = a | 1,631 212) $56} 120 492) 863) 393 470] 1,195 
BamAUPTCY.............. go) ‘135) “191 ‘ 151 21 6s 7 47 5 22 “ os 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS 130| 269] 258 1 202 19 | 103 a 5 n | 203 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... ? 68 67 i 73 i 0 1 i o8 4 a) 2 
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CASES COMMERCED, 


us 


COueTS OF av EALS 


TERMIMATIO, AMD PENDING, 
CURT WG Ted THELVE OMT PERIOD HOLD Ami DO, 


oy CiWtull, 
ieee 


CIACULT AMD 
watuae OF 
PROCELDI MO 


SLATH CIRCUIT Wk ees 


cormiaes 

5 Pai sowia PETITIONS 
Oita * MLE 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
34 — cuV— 
VVVVVVvv——— 
ADMIMISTRATIVE APPEALS. 
ORIGI MAL FametOimes. . 


SeviwtH CIMCUIT...... 


et 
5 Pai some PETITIONS 
Oita U. & CIVEL....... 
PRIVY PRISOWER PETIT OMS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL... 
BAMRRUPTOV cereus 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 


EIGHTM CIMCUET. .. 66. 


CRIMI MAL 
U.S. PRISOWER om 
OimtA US. Ci¥iL......, 
PRi¥. PRISONER revitions 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVEL..... 
UL 2 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 
ORIGINAL PROCELOINGS.... 


CASES Tewmimatid 


Put LUM AL TeRminal lows 
Thm maT I OMS On Trt mimitsS 
Casts 
COMMENCED Cases 

cases O1SPOstyu area Cass 
PENDING oF fy arteca sue- PrMbine 
MAY — ORIG | Abin Cows. ey by Onai wiSSiOw |juMt BO 

i9a/ TOTAL 1WAL [STATIO® TOlaL | 1OaTIOw TOlAL AGL [Stall TOTAL | HEARING OAltis| i988 

= ’ —— aj e = 

3,026 (3,03) | 3,813 is 3,937 gee | 1,984 $10 ee (2,007 1,206 1,192) 2,919 
aes an 437 ? 451 Me 108 3) 6 200 23) i) 2 
lie a 72 167 6 “a 14 Ty) i} 13 ie ” 
442 6») $29 J $41 Di i”6 a in 1” 163 172 4% 
60 a0 691 ‘ 960 23 ») a4) 100 5% 104 490 $30 
1,161 | 1,428) 1,423 5 1,425 i271 60 129 43) 740 $e ite) 1, les 
i) ) 6) ” ? 27 4 2 $0 4) ’ 62 
aa? a 26 1 a) rT) ° 41 “6 162 ” 4) 4) 
J 2) 23 . 2? i . i ) 22 + u 5 
1,49 | 2,409) 2,991 is 2,12) i131 440 412 om | 1,142 73 429) 1, 7a2 
240 R 3% - 206 1} 90 hi 4) 185 160 » *0 
109% 240 23) 7 19) , Lt) 1 4? 100 1% 61 iste 
im 167 1s i 114 0 61 ae Ti 103 4 ri} i271 
206 Sie $07 ? 462 . PTY) 166 Me 212 +) i$) 300 
LiL) ase 0545 i ” ” 206 110 i” 410 332 ” 65) 
4) * 4 . 1) ? a 6 le 42 5 a 
ie 144 is) 2 123 , Se a »” se n 1% 14 
1 1 +h) - 3 2 i n - n ? 
3,273) 2,967) 2,384 3 2,142 au 126 405 320 | 1,183 65) $0; 1,518 
257 05 ws - 200 91 i 14 2) 206 163 4) ae? 
59 in 23) i 190 3 os 10 100 14 oe 10) 
ies ayy | del 1 271 22 90 25 th) i199 td 70 242 
les $6) 56) $09 22 252 ai 8 ae 169 as 
$15 682 66) i 690 121 104 $7 129 ») an 110 $07 
$2 % ” 6) + rh] J 9 $0 3) v7 64 
40 iii 1h Ie } n” 10 24 2 22 10 ” 
" n n 27 , 1 | >| 15 ‘ 
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TARLE Bed US. COURTS OF APPEALS 
CASES COMMENCED, TEAMIWATED, Amb PENDING, BY ClACUIT, 
OURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD (MOLD Ame BO, 1980 


CASES TEAMINAT ED | 
PROCEOUMAL TERME mA! 1 ONS 
Temmi MAT OMS We MERITS 
casts ) 
Casts 
— — 13 i0 
ciacull amo PENDING oF oy arven sue 

watuae OF RAY} ORIG-| AE In COWSO - ay Ona. =| MISSION 
PROCEEDING 1907 | Tora. | ima [STATEO® | Tovac| 1DaTiom | TOTAL | wuOGe | Stary | Teta |aming low ORLErS 
—_—s- os . aes ek — a an — — + ~ ee -— — 4 — ⸗ 

WINTH CIMOUIT......., 6,096 |6,396 | 6,208 | 6,662 267 | 2,068 | 1,tei [1,498 | 2,700 | 2,692] 1,008 
—— —— —— — — — —— — 

erzie, ——————— 1,029 [1,168 | 1,248 ? 2 a) eee 575 Bd TT 
pai songa PETIT Ons 262 | 267 | 200 ] a8 $s] ow | $67 | 103 »0 ” 

— 942 | be ? 156 | 4 iss | oer | ofa ey 126 
priv pai sowen PEI TOMS 605 | tee] 158 ‘ “79 | 1 m2) oe | soaks yi 163 
—* palvare CIVIL... 2,198 |2,$46 | 2,939 i) | 4,087 ine 00) Toe | 427 ose i” 
SAMKRUPTCY. 223 | 708 | 205 ’ 207 i 1 | 67 | (108 “4 rT 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 617 | dee] Bea ‘ $29 “| a | wo | 0 ise iM? 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... | rl lee i ais J we}; wl iM ů in 
TemTM CIRCUIT, ....... 2,215 T ae | 1,90 iy | oas 17 | 4m | 1,229 $21 | 108 
——— — — > — — — --- - — . — — 4 

ee ai | 20] 260 . 274 . 0 *| » | a 161 | “a 
“pai souee pevitiens Tiel. eels) : is i ry +; | 100 7 0 
OTHER U. S$. CIVIL....... 290) 226 | 221 5 23 2” $7 ? 149 ty “5 
PRIV, PRISONER Niia a9 i 169 ma) 9 199 22 a? 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,006 | 775] 759 Ty 190 0 +7 | 199, 400 203 197 
BAMKAUPTOY cece us | a] - "s 5 2” 7| 2» re 1s 2 
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—J — 18 22 ” 16 23 
ADMI" AGEWCIES.........4. 227 168 190 203 199 
1 — — 118 79 105 77 os 
ae 2.994 Lis 2.$18 1 1 
—ö 2* 
— —⸗ 180 206 263 274 
—n — a9 735 915 978 | 1,003 
—— 130 169 168 201 7 
— — — —⸗ 473 643 538 537 $17 
— — 342 08 473 62 
i ceinedinenannamenes 221 210 251 247 235 
— — 160 183 181 211 
— ñ lee 166 209 230 196 
— ” % a0 rv 63 
us TAX COURT... . cece es vy 33 28 · 
— — 110 109 % 102 1 
ADMIN AGENCIES... 113 130 141 13 139 
GIG. PHBE... ccc cece cece 29 40 33 ” 23 
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TaBit 6 3. UMBITED STATES COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE? OF APPEALS AMD GRIGI MAL PROLELDINGS COPmtEMLEL, BY Limcul! 
FOR THE THEL VE MONTH PERIGDS ENDED AM. BO, 1984, 1985, 1986, 1967, AMO 1988 


SOURCE 1964 1965 1906 1987 988 
Pee GER. .c.0.0.0:0:.0:0:0:0:0.0:0 2,294 2,265 2,278 2,173 2,00 
Bicle.c.rcccccvccccccccenes 907 sae OU sre 990 
Bh Boccccccccccecceces eee i79 1s? 207 170 203 
Bi glle.0:0.0.0:0.0.0- 0000000000000 les 19 192 101 197 
Bb .0.0.0.0:0.0.0.0.0: 00:00 :0:0:0:0:00 199 202 207 440 ana 
BR Bec ccccccccvecccccces 175 215 162 149 201 
ME — oe oe 192 192 202 196 
BBM. or ccrccccccce —XR 197 1469 427 1260 2 
BAMMRUPTCY 0 cece ee eee oy % 74 72 we 
US TAK COURT... . cece eens 43 $a 41 — 20 
—— — ” 67 $1 51 “ 
ADMIN AGEWCIES... 00.5005 “ 71 81 62 s7 
ORIG. PROC... 6. ceeee o00 24 33 23 2% x” 
OTM CIR... cece wees 1,68 2,018 2,053 2,209 2,38) 
GBB oe .0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0:00.0:0:0:0:0.0:0.0:00 27 293 9 261 35 
BRED. 0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0.0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0.0:0.0 Be * —X 117 mm 
— IBb.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0 0.000.000 72 te ” 61 % 
Teli. 0:0:0:0:0.0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0:0.0:000 125 116 149 127 133 
Bao. c.c.c.cccccc0c0.000 00:00 . 219 263 241 oe 319 
GBB... cccccccccccces —XR ee nn) 2* 39 ave 
BID 0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0.0:0.0:000 ” 3OU 307 39 429 
eee occccceee 108 132 233 211 1862 
BD... vccccccccccccceces eee 61 Me 75 53 ae 
BID «0 .0:0:0,0:0:0:0.0.0.0:0,0:0:0.0,0.0.0:0:0.8 81 109 125 114 111 
BD 0:0; 0:0:0.0vex@revoudievese 65 65 67 Bo %% 
UB VAR GEMM... vccccces 27 19 1 19 7 
BID, .0.0.0.0:0.0:0.0.0:0.0.0.0.0:00 0.0.0.0 41 te 1 le 50 
ADMIN AGEWCIES........... * “5 3? 28 ae 
QRIG. PROC... 1... ce eeees 57 4 sb 27 32 
OTH CIR... wee eens 5,206 5,303 $,291 5,652 6,334 
BB e .0.0.0.0.0.0:0.0:0.0.0.0.0:0.0:0:0:0:0000:8 55 120 120 120 107 
Boo. 0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0.0.0:0:0:0:0:0:0.0.0:00 399 Joe Sve 470 552 
GEGAI .0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0.0:0:0. 00:0 0:0:0:0.0 589 7$1 7$2 711 $15 
E— 230 226 227 322 336 
EE 1,126 1,172 1,205 1,348 1,430 
Tip Mi .0.0.0.6.0.0.0:0:0.0:0:0:0.0:0:0.0.0.00 , 278 2468 258 262 
EE 120 101 127 165 oo2 
öIEE 89 107 90 % 110 
E 120 $a ba] 131 143 
EE 197 194 269 311 275 
E 300 294 21 353 138 
E 142 107 114 a5 112 
BRIA .0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0.0,0.0:0:0:0.0.0.0.8.0 319 297 2 355 359 
GINS 0. 06.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.6.0.0.0.0,0:0.0.0.0.8 2 2 2 * 3% 
SI 0, 06:6:0:6:6,0.0.0.0.0.0.0:0:0.0,0.0.0.0.0 3 3 12 17 15 
BAWKRUPTCY. . 0. cece 203 209 165 209 208 
US TAK COURMT...........4.. 118 202 119 109 119 
0 :0:0:0:0.0,0:0:0.0-0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0 =.) 129 107 107 63 
ADMIN AGENCIES........... 4 389 389 295 186 
p TEE ooccccccccccces 240 116 160 142 187 
1OTH CIR.........4-- 1,922 1, 964 2,930 1,97 2,066 
BD. o.o.cc.c.cc0.000000.0000.0000 371 635 we Me 2*0 
E 292 234 no 1. 273 
VE 224 138 160 172 236 
öIEäE 126 125 138 162 139 
BoB... cccccccccece o00cees 102 90 ill 129 143 
TE GIDS .0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.06.0.0.0.6.06 281 22 382 375 396 
B60. 0.0.0.0.0.0.0,6.0.0.0.6:0:6.0:0.0.0:0.0r6 147 144 132 130 128 
DH. oceocccccccccccccces * 93 100 128 ae 1 
BAWKRUPTCY. ... 2.6 cee ees 69 6 8 62 be) 
US TAX COURT........000es 41 we * 2 * 
GRD... ccccccccccccccccccs 13 ° 4 il 10 
ADMIN AGEWCIES..... o.00.000 91 7s 72 s? * 
OPIG. PROC........ —X 70 70 i33 108 93 
11TH CIR... . 200s - | 3,489 3,923 3,929 3,875 3,924 
Mi GMS .o.0.0.0.0.0.9.0.0.0:6.0.00.0.0.0.0.00 321 007 414 oo 379 
eS Serrrrrreree eceeee 202 17s is? ise 182 
BE Ba ccccccccccccece — 203 174 186 181 1% 
GIR GMD .0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0.6.0.0 149 214 217 202 213 
PRM vccccccccccccccce eee 2 728 70 eB 702 
Pi gilb.6.0.0.5.0.0.0.0.0.6:0.0.0.0.6.0.0.0.00 ae 967 1,010 1,027 1,117 
BRD... cc ccccccccccccccece $i4 02 $58 — 524 
GBM... .cccccccccccccccece is? ied 174 123 178 
GBB. on ccccrvecccccccccces 227 191 207 216 197 
Bn nc cccccccccece 121 101 133 8 00 
US TAK COURT..........6. , 43 “2 “8 3s 29 
⸗ —X 19 7 i6 14 19 
ADMIN AGEWCIES..........- 42 os 53 7s 63 
~ PROC... eens — ” ” 62 “ ” 
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TOTALS INCLUDE REGPEWED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 


I 


TABLE B-3a. 


U.S. COURTS 
$. DISTRICT 


OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF —, In CIVIL AMD = CASES 


DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AME 20, 1968 


APPEALS COMMENCED 


CIRcuiT 
DISTRICT | YOTAL CIVIL (CRIMI MAL TOTAL CIVIL |CRIMIMAL 
TOTAL 32,686 | 26,674 6,012 31,468 | 26,184 5, 286 
OL... +6 #23 oes 1a 976 671 105 
ist. ** 1, 1$1 bor woz 1,103 By 245 
ME... 6s 121 91 97 70 27 
ee 479 bee 111 478 374 106 
WH. ces 2 $1 11 - we * 
|) ee te Od Be 97 67 we 
eee 95 a9 116 365 287 78 
2D... | 2,668 2,129 sw 1 bee 2,199 Sad 
BP ...0.000 228 201 27 2» +208 31 
WY ,M.... 223 196 2s 220 191 2 
Wy, . 622 ™ 223 baa) vo 194 
wy,S 1,353 1,127 226 1,358 1,126 23? 
MYM... 205 177 28 216 186 wy 
V...... 37 27 10 41 3 ll 
BAD... | 2,652 2,242 419 2,671 2,241 420 
DE..... 129 106 23 133 110 a 
Md... 618 $15 103 577 47% 101 
PA,E. Fee 810 138 928 767 16) 
PAM. Mee 3246 » Bee 336 2% 
PA,M. 477 Oe 69 bee “57 89 
V..... 117 79 3% 128 bed) w 
4TH... | 2,766 2. 242 423 2,850 2,450 OU 
MD...... 6$0 54 106 048 849 * 
we,e. eee 3e 276 20 220 292 oy 
WC .M.... 199 127 33 148 125 23 
WC... 17% 127 “9 157 116 41 
BC. ..65- 272 245 27 277 248 29 
VA,E.... 753 629 124 830 714 116 
VA,M.... 173 198 is 218 195 23 
WV... 100 “s 22 ii) oe 17 
WS... 169 149 20 164 156 le 
STH...| 3,899 3,223 + ie 3,069 | 3,354 $15 
LA,E... 740 675 os Le] 665 74 
LAM... 161 147 14 160 14 14 
LA,M. das 327 17 »9 200 19 
MS,M.... 128 115 13 120 110 10 
MS,S.... 213 194 19 222 20: 21 
THM... 08 471 137 995 be 113 
TK,E.... 312 276 2* 332 313 19 
TH,S..+- 661 721 160 921 797 126 
TK, WM... 472 297 175 381 260 121 
6TH...| 3,467 3,028 679 3, 564 3,113 451 
KY,E.... 307 265 42 273 aM * 
KYM... 274 237 37 2% 271 2s 
MI,E....} 1,003 es. 122 1,024 874 190 
MIM... 267 231 oe 211 (0 31 
@H,8.... $17 465 4a de $26 ad 
oH, S.. ee 862 412 80 $11 ey ss 
TH,E.... 235 206 29 269 223 6 
TH,M.... 208 use 22 18s 165 Pad 
THM... 1% 147 bad 229 42 
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TABLE BBA. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SOURCE OF APPEALS IW CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL CASES 
From u. S. yo" COURTS 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME BO, 1968 


APPEALS DISPOSED OF 


CraculT 
AnD 
OISTRICT CIVIL| CRIMINAL 


sesercnes 8 zeversé| 2 


SSI 


TABLE Ba. 


U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


MEDIAN TIME yee IM CASES TERMINATED AFTER WEARIWG OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 


WG THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED JUNE 30, 1968 


* ne — 
| | FROM FILING }» 
| FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM FILING | LOWER COURT (0 
WOTICE OF = LAST GRIEF | MOTICE OF FIMAL DIS- 
APPEAL TO) = |ssT WEARING FROM WEARIC | FROW SURNISSION | apptai To POSITION 1x 
FILING LAST on TO FIA TO FIWAL APPELLATE 
| Baier — OISPOSITion | O1SPOSITION | o1spesi tien 1 
— — — — + 
| TOTAL — if | | 
circu! | Cases | CASE) Imty | Case | Intv | CaSE | ITY | CASE | INTY | cast limry | case | tery 
ALL CASES 
— rer 4 * ee gee 
TOTAL 19,178 | 16,229 4.7 | 1,288 =2.8 | 9,598 2.7 | 9,580 1.0 f7,987 10.2 | 17,967 23.5 
- 7 7 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. | 903 25 27.1 | Sel 1.5 “0 83.0 | 463 5 iS Me 615 23.5 
nt lela ea et ee’ CT ar Wy ee © ee Oe oie 2.7 | HOD om 9. (9 «24.6 
ee eed cnt | 1,207 9933.61, 086 3 904 8 2032S .2s 1,026) «= 6S |) 1,088 20.9 
(ction 1, $72 1,270 3.6 | 1,307 2.5 5362.0 | 1,08 =. 3188 20.8 
— 1,910 a5 tb 905 92.2 8180 2.6) (1,082) 1.5) 1,772 8.0 | «(1.772176 
—— — 2,363 | 1,709 4.5 | 1.7% 1.6 708 02.9 | 1,638) «1.2 «2,198 = 8.0 | «2,198 22 
SIXTH (2.397 | 1,970 66) 25106 63 | 1,208 16 82262 | Bed Bh 
tian 1,162 19 «4.4 977 2. 71344 629i «10821. üön «27.2 
— —38* 921 3.8 2 3.6 6523.8 50 1.2 1.133 9.9 | 1,133 22.2 
i cnenmntdennens | 2-700 2,002 6.6 2,208 3.6 | 1,692 2.5 | 1,008 .9 (2.28% 16.8 | 2,286 27.8 
i ct 1,229 soo (5.9 | 8806.3 $213.3 nn ee, oo Se oer. 
ie tee | 2.086 1,069 «65.5 | 1,910 2.2 976) 03.8 | 1,112 18 Siem aka | 1.978 23.7 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
J | 
TOTAL 4.655 | 2,766 6.6 | 2,706 2.6 aos) 2.7 | 3,650 1.1 | 6.055 7.8 | 6,655 18.6 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA.. % | 236. 2303.2 ® 5.3) ww» 6 * 9.9 % 17.2 
— —— i; sa | 52 4b 531.5 272.2; &@ 21 538? 53 16.4 
Rieter tate | 165 | 162 42 5 ey S| 6 2 | 06 7? 165 20.7 
THIRD... 308 228 33 2281.9 % 861.1 275 309 «5.9 309 «(16.5 
ee 7e2 69 4.8 69 1.6 we 2.8 678 1.6 | 742 5.6 742 13.6 
i td roy es O42 | ROL 47 «3.0 651 1.0 6986.6 698 18.5 
tli a 725 sis 3-3 | 6163.2 1171.9 |) 6081.0 725 «7.6 72§ «(17.7 
(ein ale 312 213«§.3 2122.9 wo 46 | lt 3128.9 312 19.3 
i ea et 335 1874.0 16726 ao 03.2 255 = 1.0 335 «5.8 15.5 
fet a 217 28 06.5 28048 er rs | 22% 01.4 317? 16.9 317? 25.6 
ti it 248 1374.2 1397) 4.1 3% 8602.7 210 «1.0 269 = 10.2 269 «18.7 
c 656 | 4265.7 | 426 = 2.0 120 4.0 | 3% = 1.8 6$@ 11.1 456 022.7 
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TABLE Be. 


U.S. COMRTS OF APPEALS 


MEDIAN TIME IMTERVALS IM CASES TERMINATED AFTER WEARING OR SUBMISSION, BY CIRCUIT 


DURING THE TWELVE MOOTM PERIOD ENDED mami 30, 1988 
FROM FILING Ih 
FROM FILING FROM FILING FROM FILING LOWER COURT 10 
WOTICE OF LAST GRIEF WOTICE OF Fital DIS- 
APPEAL TO TO MF ARI NG FROM WEARING | FROM SUBMISSION APPEAL TO POSITION In 
FILING | aST ok TO FIWAL TO FlmaL FImaL APPEL Late 
BRIEF SUBMISS1 On O1SPOS1T low DISPOSITION O1SPOS1T10N Cour! 
TOTAL 
ciacult CASES CASE ImTyV Cast uty un tury 3 intyv Ca wry 
OTMER CIVIL 
TOTAL 8.839 7,81) 4.5 7,811 3.0 $,.506 2.8 3,333 1.1 8,639 10.9 8.839 29.6 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBia a5: 25° 7.0 250 1.2 208 3.5 243 5 251 11.8 45) 27 .¢ 
| ae #32 429 4.1 a2? 1.7 25¢ 2.8 178 2.4 432 8.8 #32 2° 
I aoe is te en 542 §31 aad §31 a2 490 1.2 $2 om $42 6.6 $42 a .9 
THI RO 80+ 72? 3.2 727 2.7 352 2.3 452 a 606 7.1 804 23.6 
ee 738 §23 4.6 $23 2.34 497 2.7 24) 1.4 ss 9.5 738 23.6 
SP 1, 0@1 98) 4.2 96) 2.3 464 3.2 597 .4 1,061 8.9 1,06) 29. 
FSET 1,079 1,020 4.7 1,020 5.7 711 16 bee .2 1,079 12.5 1,079 31.0 
itil a tik ates sini $13 6a8 3.9 YY) 2.7 407 46 106 6 $13 11.3 $13 Me 
— 547 490 3.2 490 3.9 362 3.8 180 1.3 542 10.8 $420 28.8 
EERSTE GAPS 1,289 1,124 6.5 1,124 3.6 2 a 297 bd 1,259 14.7 1,259 32.4 
EEE 549 436 6.1 435 13,9 267 4.0 282 1.1 549 22.1 509 ye 3 
ELEVENTH....... he 813 4.9 $13 ar $32 3.7 337 1.9 bee 10.9 be? 26.7 
CRIMI MAL 
TOTAL 3, a9§ 3,189 5.7 3,189 2.2 2,123 2.3 1,370 1.1 3,493 10.7 3,493 18.8 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA es ae 7.3 ag 1.1 * 1.6 19 5 6s 9.6 65 15.0 
qe eens 144 1462 6.9 442 1.1 114 2.9 nN 1.§ 149 11.9 146 21.27 
DR ssesaeeeesbenen 29° 273 3.9 273 7 237 4 br) oe 291 6.0 291 15.7 
ee 2 276 4.0 276 2.4 $1 4J 211 2 292 7.4 292 16.5 
FOURTH... 0... cc uee eeee 245 217 4.9 217 2.2 172 2.3 73 1.4 245 9.4 245 146.9 
Dh 6200000000000000 370 3s 5.7 $04 1.0 139 2.1 23) 1.1 370 8.6 370 16.8 
— 307 284 6.6 ay 2.5 231 1.6 78 1.3 m= 6 «Oil.é > = s20.8 
185 177 5.6 177 1.8 190 4.1 2 7 168 = «12.4 1865 228 
ee 206 1% 3.6 1% 3.8 153 3.2 53 1.7 206«=—s «10.8 206 16.8 
Dh + .itecanccasenee 575 $22 6.4 $22 3.3 We 2.4 181 1.0 S75 = «13.8 $76 = 23.0 
0 223 198 6.0 198 2.7 161 2.9 62 7 223 12.7 223 19.4 
fr — 587 549 7.2 509 1.6 245 2.9 342 1.8 $87 11.6 $e” 19.! 


S 
Y 


Tas.t 64. U.S. COURTS OF APPiaLS 
MEDian TIME LUTERVALS Ie CASES TEMMIMATED AFTER MEARIOG OF SUBMISSION, BY Clacul! 
1 TELVE o PERIOD o Ami BO, 1986 
’ een Phen FIL IMG oy Ay 
Faem FiLias PiLies t t 
werice oF Last eaier werice oF imal O1S- 
apria 10 TO maalaG FRGM HEARING | FROM Smet esi en aprtal 10 POSITION Im 
PILi@G Las! _ TO Fima ve FimaL FlmaL APPELLATE 
oalcr XX oree r riee O1SPes! Tien orrrer view con 
TOTAL 1,26) - - 1,02) 3.2 194 2.7 as’ 1,0 . : 
OISTRICT OF COLUBia.. 61 - - 71) 1.7 191 3.2 70 5 - - J 
4) UA 20 ⸗ 70 1.2 is 2.3 « + - . . : 
(Como eee eee eee enene $) a ® $3 1.0 $2 7 i 2.0 sad - aa a 
THIMD. ccc os - - LP] 2.4 _ 1.6 ag > | - - - - 
FOURTH. ile © Se 60 1.9 40 2.9 oe 1.2 a * a ” 
FIFTH, peer eee eenee 60 - - ty) 2.3 R 2.9 oh] 1.0 ™ 7 - a 
SIKTH Pee eee eee eee eee 182 - aad 143 $.6 "9 1.9 $3 2.7 = ad o a 
an th 120007 00009008 - - $7 3.0 n 2.6 10 1.0 - - . 
—* 7 22 - 2 4.6 22 4.4 10 8 : 
DP eceeererere ess. 260 - 3.6 1468 a6 112 1.0 . 
Dtthrrsccoreseeneee 60 - - 7 4.0 fay 3.6 29 7 - - - . 
ELEVEMTH cee a4 : - $a 2.5 » §86346 a 1.7 - - - - 
GAmmaUPTCY 
TOTAL $00 ao 4.3 4s 3.1 MM? 2.4 193 1.4 940 11.0 $400— 20.3 
DISTRICT OF COLumBIaA 5 1 9.0 | R ) 1.5 ? 2 $ 13.4 $ 2.3 
J * 4.4 v a | 5 2.3 rs 2.9 9 2 9 18.7 
Db orecoescesceese 2 2? 3.4 27 1.2 26 1.1 3 0 26 6.2 P] 44 
Dt rcovceveveceesess “9 ad 3.1 a) 2.7 2? 3.0 22 7 “9 7.3 69 = 16.7 
re 4? 7 3.7 i 2.1 De 2.2 i3 4 47 8.2 4?) = e.2 
FIFTH. ..... sreeceeeese oe se 3.5 te 7 22 2.5 ry) 1.§ oe 6.1 os 13.4 
DPrcecesesceveoees $0 46 4.5 8 6.0 43 1.6 7 9 $0 «(12.4 so «621.5 
DE covceccecesees 42 41 3.2 41 2.5 ” 4.6 5 7) 42) «11.1 420 0.5 
Gath eee eee eeeeeeeee 48 2.6 cv} 3.7 BD 3.3 17 1.4 30 10.4 $0 14.5 
Pb ooeeosocessceses 105 24 $.9 os 3.7 Be 2.5 21 1 ri 1404 1058. 
———— 4) 33 6.0 33 2.0 15 1.7 28 2.1 43) O47? 4) 2.5 
ELEVEWTH. 0 wk ccs o08 os 3 4.7 od 2.5 we 1.7 27 2.4 ry} 9.6 os 19.6 


XK 
> 


APPEAL 
DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD (DED AmE BO, 1988 


TERMINATIONS Gm THE MERITS 


8St 


heeeeeeeeeee 


CRIMIMAL.. 

uv. $, PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 
BANKRUPTCY. . 


ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 


DISTRIC! OF COLUR@IA. 


neeree 

PRISOWER PETITIONS 
—* U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 
Gam RUP eeeeeee 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. : 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 


FIAST CIRCUIT........ 


re M 
5. PRISONER PETITIONS 

OTwER U. §. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 

OTHER PRIVATE * 

BAMKRUPTCY.. 


ADMINISTRATIVE. APPEALS. : 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 


$ sisssses 


ssscreze 


Vwneerenens fF SK VO e eee wS FTO eK ewe - 


sesessss 


AFFIRMED / 

TOTAL | ENFORCED | DISMISSED | REVERSED | REMANDED 
19,178 | 14,989 1,016 = 2, 664 “20 
3,493 | 3,089 2 * 61 10 
882 105 t 21 ‘ 
2,910) 1,772 106 $4) ‘ 
. 2,64) 325 Daa ? 
‘. 4,628 268 1, 102 134 ? 
$60 417 2s as 22 . 
1,241 832 ry 1% % 1 
590 $28 ” 3 - - 
909 595 102 163 “1 2 
os] 50 4 ’ - 
62 4 10 5 - - 
290 202 25 5) 10 - 
32 21 1 ’ i - 
61 104 15 w 7 - 
261 145 “3 50 23 2 
27 21 ‘ 2 - - 
rey 53 19 106 u 
145 124 2 6 1 - 
13 13 - - - - 
147 105 2 7 3 - 
40 33 1 ‘ - - 
285 228 * 45 3 1 
— ĩ i - 
20 16 - 2 1 1 
? ? - - - - 


681 


COURTS OF arta 
arcs” rehwtanies Ou THE WERITS, GY ciecut 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD tues nan 


TERMINATIONS Om [HE MERITS 
TOTAL PERCENT 
APPEALS | G+ TOTAL 
CIRCUIT am TERMI - TERMI~ 
MATURE OF PROCEEDING waTeD «| mations | YoTa. DISMISSED | REVERSED | R@mampeD | eThen 
SECOMD CIACUIT....... 2,942 7.6 =| «1,107 ans os 160 a 2 14.6 
uze —— $2 4.0 71 a1» 8 a ? i 10.7 
pai soncn PETITIONS 112 4.7 rv) be 1 - i - . 
Singh a, i, UL. scones 241 131 ims 106 3 is J - 12.0 
PRIVY, Pai some pers T ions 505 24.8 128 24 * 21 ‘ - 16.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL... 1,161 3 417 305 21 rT] * i 19.4 
GameaurT sr, eeeeeeeeeeee 62 4.2 i) rO 4 4 = bead 14.3 
ADMIMISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 182 2.1 $3 ro 3 ‘ - J 11.3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... » 93.3 | rT] Pr’ - 2 - - - 
THIRD CIMCUIT........ 2,000" $2.7 1,972 1,244 102 204 18 4 13.4 
ta —- - 4 = 
cain F nee een nes 430 ' 67.9 Pay 272 2 10 2 - 4.5 
u. PRISOWER PETITIONS 169 65.1 | ” % 16 ‘ i - 41 
Singh ee eee 261 63.0 77 12) 10 3 3 - “4.3 
Pal ISOWER PETITI 622 33.5 2 14 a il 4 2 $.2 
orwen PRIVATE CIVIL. .... 1,179 $3.2 404 20 104 ry i 16.6 
GAMKRUPTCY.. 108 4.4 rv) 38 2 * u4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 167 90.3 yy os i 14 - i 16.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... n 87.2 340 29 2 3 - - - 
FOURTH CIACUIT....... 3,198 $9.7 | 1,910 1,995 ry] 206 “ 10 10.6 
ae IMAL *eeeeee 400 61.3 244 228 2 12 a 4 4.9 
S. PRISOWER PETITIONS Pa] %.1 161 168 1 ‘ ‘ J 3.3 
sins vu. $. CI IVIL 2979 $8.9 1% 128 2 ” 7 - 21.0 
PRISOWER PETITIONS 927 60.5 1 vy) 22 8 12 2 6.4 
onan PRIVATE CIVIL..... 906 57.0 962 “$2 7 os 13 - 18.7 
SAMKRUPTCY.. 131 s.9 4” 24 i ‘ ‘ - 12.8 
ADMIWISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 188 61.7 16 83 2 16 ? s 13.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 2 75.9 13 4 5 - - - 
FIFTH CIMCWIT........ 4,29 $4.6 2,343) 1,064 132 291 $3 3 12.7 
CRIMIMAL . «ccc cc cceeccee $16 71.8 370 313 17 Pa) a 2 7.8 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 105 $8.1 61 20 2 , - . 14.8 
OTWER u. 3. CIVIL... «sess 316 63.1 19° 160 . 23 9 bead 11.4 
PRIV. PRISGWER PETITIONS 1,306 48.8 637 ry) $ 63 , i 9.9 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,631 $2.9 3 069 25 169 20 - 17.3 
BAMKRUPTCY.. oo. cc cee ces 15) 43.7 os 55 5 4 2 - 6.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... n.6 4 i 11 4 - 13.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 73 93.2 68 64 1 3 - - - 
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8-5. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED OW THE MERITS, BY CIACUIT 
taED Ame 


OURING THE THEL YE MOeTH PERIOD 


T 1 TERMINATIONS OW THE MERITS 
Tora, | PERcent 
ais | OF TOTAL 

CIRCUIT AMO TERMi- | TER AFFIRMED / Pencent 

WATURE OF PROCEEDING WATED | WATIONS | TOTAL | EWFORCED | O1SWISSED | REVERSED | ReMaMDED | oTWER | REVERSED 
SIXTH CIRCUIT........ 3,997 | 59.6 | 2,297| = 1, 980 1 * * 1} 1.9 
A a 51 | 68.5 209 269 \ ** ‘ -| 10.7 
U.S. PRISOMER PETITIONS 17 | (70.1 131 120 3 r . reat 
one Ue ivi S41 | 61.9 15 257 i 4 a -| wt 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS %0 | (61.9 594 525 i +“ ? -| ana 
OTHER PRIVATE CIViL..... | 1,428 | $2.2 Yaa 509 ’ iss ’ -| ws 
BANKRUPTCY... 7 | 63.3 $0 M4 i 14 i -| me 
ADMINISTRATIVE pits. 7) 969 182 119 : 22 10 1} 108 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDING 27” | «88 22 1? 2 3 - : : 
SEVENTH CIRCUIT...... 2,129 | 52.8 | 1,162 a6 ” 156 PY} s| 10 
CRIA i 206 | (68.7 185 162 : 15 ‘ 2 8.1 

Riiiiii bititions 199 | 51.8 100 $2 * 3 

san Ue cee 176 | (59.2 103 83 1 u 3 -| 5 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 2) 45.9 212 140 Pry 17 ° ° 8.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... $2.8 410 318 ’ 1s ‘ -| sa 
BANKRUPTCY... | 87:5 42 2 1 3 -| me 
ADMIWISTRATIVE Reti. 434 58 8 10 ‘ -| 402 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . | «(91.4 32 31 . i . . . 
E1@WTH CIRcuiT....... | 2,162 | 96.2 | 1,100 916 116 179 ¢| 11.0 
300 | 68.7 206 190 2 13 . i 6.3 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 190 | 52.6 100 1% 21 3 a . 3.0 
OTMER u. $s. se sneer 271 $8.7 159 103 q 42 5 © 26.4 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 500 | 46.2 238 155 3 14 3 . 6.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 490 | 55.5 383 310 19 “ ? 1} 12.0 
BAMKAUPTCY.............. ai | 61.7 PP “ . r ° . 8.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 7 | 43.2 32 21 . ‘ 1 | uae 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 2 | «66.7 18 18 2 i . . . 


U.S. Couns 
—— oo ter 44 2 * 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED Ame 


1900 
TERMINATIONS Om THE WERITS 
PERCENT 
oF TOTAL 

CIRCUIT AMD VER ~ AFF IRNED/ PERCENT 
WATURE OF PROCEEDING WATIONS | TOTAL | ENFORCED | DISMISSED | REVERSED | REMANDED | GTWER | REVERSED> 

WINTH CIRCUIT........ 47.9 | 2,700/ 2,002 a “2 as | 17.5 

eeecesenesees $1.0 575 “a7 5 + 2 4; us 

u. $. "rai so PETITIONS 45.8 103 “ 1 1 -| 10.7 

OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 45.1 432 208 18 125 15 ¢| 2.9 

aly. ai SOMER paritions 679 | 1.5 214 172 J »o 2 2; 14.0 

OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL... 1,087 | 43.8 827 611 2s 163 3s a; 1.7 

_ ePRererteeey 207 | $0.7 105 “7 1 24 5 8); 2.9 

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 529 | 49.1 260 144 2 21 22 52 8.1 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 215 | 85.6 164 165 ? ua : . ° 

TENTH CIRCUIT. ....... 1,991 | 61.7 | 1,229! 91 153 141 23 1 12.6 

T T 

= ae ee ee ee ? 2 5 - | 10.8 

5 U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 165, 69.0 = 100 * 13 19 2 - 19.0 

a OTWER U. S$. CIVIL....... 233 | 63.9 1469 95 19 wo 5 -| 1 

PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 9 | 4.7 149 105 27 14 3 - 9.4 

OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 790 | $3.3 00 277 7% “ 5 -| i.e 

BAMKRUPTCY. 6.0... see ees | $7.3 “3 3 . 3 1 : 7.0 

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 768.0 * — 2 a' 638.7 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 108 | 97.2 (108 | 104 1 : : - | : 

ELEVENTH CIRCUIT..... 3.7% | 55.0 | 2,086 | 1,655 87 yoe 5 i | 15.0 

- . 

CRIMIWAL. ..5. 00505. aor | 72.7 | a7 837 12 ) 5 - $.6 

U. $. PRISOHER PETITIONS 220 | 48.6 107 | 92 3 9 3 -| 84 

OTWER U. $. CIVIL....... 54.5 219 | 146 10 “ ? -| Be 

PAIV. PRISONER PETIT ious 871 | 40.1 a9 ) ru 3 — M3 

OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,203 | $4.0 650 471 a 13 11 -| m6 

aawau erty 110 | 60.0 os . ? 2 -| 0.6 

ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 116 | 56.0 os 40 ’ 1 4 1; 6.9 

ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... 5 | 66.2 “3 * . i : : - 


© PERCENT WOT SHED OVERE THE "OTAL WUMBER OF CASES TERMINATED OW THE WERITS IS LESS THAN 10. SO PERCENTAGES OF CASES 
REVERSED OR DEWIED WAS BEEN COMPUTED FOR ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS BECAUSE OF THEI" DIFFERENCE FROM APPEALS, WOR HAVE THEY BEEN 
IMCLUDED IW THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL APPEALS REVERSED. 


WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPEWED, REMANDED, AMD REIWSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED BY BY ClecurT 
QURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED Ams 30, 1908 


PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 
BY AGEs BY STAFF 
TOTAL : 
APPEALS 

CIRCUIT AMD TERMI - cress amis | fap crc rap 
MATURE OF PROCEEDING waTED | ToTAL — DEFECTS | 420 | DEFMAT| DENIAL | OTMER | TeTAL | 420 | DEFAULT | OTHER 
ALL CIRCUITS. ........ 35,088 4,276 264} 5,422 | 2,075 saa 279 1,142 1,390 | 8,990 |4,900 3,225 «045 
CRIA 5,206 | 1,399 2) sn 1% = (161 21 - 15} ee | oe 274 a 
S. PRISONER PETITIONS | 1,864 1; 29; 146 8 27 20 - wae} 413/ 9% 302 17 
OTe US, CIVIL... | 45822 | 1,606 a) 2) mw 8? 21 - 376 057 Bos “ 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS | 7,292 | 3,001 si23sm/ mm % 1,162 $831,422) 296 1,087 * 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... | 12,906 | 5,098 199/1,200| 686 199 108 - 269 /|3,699 |2,537 1,086 10 
BAMKRUPT seeeeeeeeereaeee 1, ast 7 107 4? 13 2 * ee B04 297 oe 14 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... | 2,625 | 1,099 13| 9 7” % 14 - gma} oo] on 1 ss 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... ' 691 89 -| $3 - - - - $2?) » - - * 
DISTRICT OF CoLuMmIA. | 1,669 | 465 -| 168 = 77 ‘ - | m7! 25 27 oy 
COI ii 105 ’ - 5 i 3 - - 1 ‘ ‘ - - 
pa sone PETITIONS 78 15 - ‘ 4 - - - 2 ‘ 4 ‘ 1 
oithu s CIVIL | ost | is -| «@ 7 WwW - - 2) | 12 7 
PaIV. PRISONER — 43 ' - 5 5 - - : - 3 2 - 1 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 253 | 65 -| a s 2 - s| «| @ ? 5 
BAMMRUPTCY. [- 10 ae al 1 > > ad a i Q 2 1 al 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. | 642 | 261 -| «0 7 42 2 - | 161) 192 3 M 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... . s ‘ - 3 - - - - 3 5 - - 5 
FIRST CIRCUIT........ | 1,176 | 472 -| 106 te ‘ ‘+ ww | see] aa 129 Y} 
ee 244 & > 10 5 1 al © e 7% n Be 3 
S. PRISONER PETITIONS 22 ’ - 1 1 - - - - 8 1 ? - 
sini US. CIVIL.......| ail 62 -| a 8 - - - 3} si] @ 15 4 
PRISONER PETITIONS 81 41 -| 2 3 - 1 -| r 16 : 
OTHE PRIVATE CIVIL | gan | 200 -| 31 2 5 - 0] 192] 12 $2 ‘ 
BAMKRUPTCY........... 17 8 - 3 2 - - - 1 5 1 3 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. re) 25 - 5 é 1 - - 1} al w 2 3 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . a 1 - - - - . - - 1 - - i 


e9t 


COURTS OF APPEALS 
APPEALS — BY PROCEOURAL JUDGMENTS, BY CIRCUIT 
OQURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EWDED AWE 30, 1988 


PROCEDURAL TERMI NAT LOWS 
BY JUDGES ! BY STAFF 
TOTAL a 
APPEALS 

CIRCUIT AMO TERME - cross yuars | FRap cPc FRAP 
WATURE OF PROCEEDING WATED | TOTAL | APPEALS | TOTAL |OEFECTS | 420 | DEFAULT | DENIAL | OTHER |TOTAL | 42e | DEFAULT | OTHER 
SECOMD CIACUIT....... 2,902 |1,998 s | mo | 12 u 9 «=. 258 «1,162 | S92 531 rv) 
— i iii 529 133 -| @ 2 : : : 1s | 16 | 48 63 5 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS | 112 70 -| 3 1 ; : . 1 ꝛ 3 i 
OTHER U. $. CIVIL....... 341 186 s| » 3 3 : . a | 151 92 57 2 
PRIV. PRISOMER PETITIONS | $05 375 2| 190 2 . . * ao | 183 13 16? 3 
GTWER PRIVATE CIVIL..... | 1,182 691 “| 78 3 8 - . 6? | 569 | 376 189 é 
BAMKMUPTCY.........0.0.- 30 1 5 i : . ° ‘ 26 1? : 
ADMIWISTRATIVE APPEALS. 182 111 | 2 . : - ° 28 1 | 43 15 21 
QRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 2 . - - : : ° - 2 - . 2 
THIRD CIACUIT........ | 2,968 |1,292 - | sar 0s 0ClCOS 17 130 6+ | 681 | 287 345 9 

— —  - > — — —— — — — — —— — 

üüüü 430 112 -| 62 1 23 ‘ 5 . 20 | 60 | 42 il ? 
U. S. PRISOMER PETITIONS | 149 4? . 15 14 : : . 1 32 ? 23 2 
OTWER u. s. new 261 as © 25 17 7 a aaa I 60 34 Pry > 
PRIV. PRISONER PETIT ONS 632 412 - | 262 102 : 3 130 ? | 170 19 149 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL.. 1,179 432 - | 166 138 12 ? : 9 | 26 | 169 115 2 
BAMKRUPTCY......... 00005 108 * 5 2 1 : - 2 » 16 15 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 16? 61 -| 3 ‘ ‘ 2 ° rT 20 ů 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... * ĩ 
FOURTH CIRCUIT....... | 3,198 988 6 | 405 is2 25 203 64 | $37 29 s 13 
CRIMIWAL........0000- 600 % -| 12 ? 1 ° ° ‘ 6 | 50 13 1 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS | 238 * -{ w 13 ° ° . . % 19 2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL...... 101 2| WwW 10 ‘ . . 3| e2!| 67 13 2 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS | 927 - | 300 78 1 . 203 18 63 | 2 13 2 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 281 o| oF » ? 1 . s | 230 | 199 0 1 
BAMKRUPTCY......... 131 7% . 18 3 2 . . 13) & | «0 15 1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. | 188 69 -| » ? 10 ° . 1? “| & é 3 
QRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. ... *8 5 ‘ - ° ° . 4 1 . . 1 
FIFTH CIRCUIT........ | 4,298 |1,662 n 595 | 602 ? ’ 120 4? |1,095 it 580 n 
TT 515 125 -| »% 23 " . . ‘ % | 53 ” 5 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS | 105 42 -| wa 11 1 : ° -) » ‘ 25 1 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 316 * «| 2 27 . . " - ‘7 ” 28 2 
PRIV. PaLSONER PETITIONS | 1,304 643 1| 361 207 ‘ 2 120 a | 301 43 248 10 
OTHER paivare CIVEL..... 1,631 579 23 | 124 106 ‘ ‘ . ¢ | 432 | 200 1% % 
ne al 151 65 1 1? 14 ° . . 3 4? 18 21 4 
semana svantive APPEALS.. | 202 105 2| «3 14 5 1 . 23) 6 | 2 25 Pe 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 73 ‘ 4— a - . : ° 1 | 3 : : 3 
— SE — — — — SSS ee 


v9l 


CIRCUl” AWC 
WATURE oF PROCEEDING 
— —e— 


SIXTH CIACUIT........ 


SA. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


6 
APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEOURAL JUDGMENTS, BY CIACUIT 
DURING THE TWE_VE MONTr PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1968 


— 


PROCEDURAL TERMINATIONS 


CREMEMAL 0s rerevenvens 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER PAIVATE CIVIL..... 
BANKRUPTCY. 0... ccc eens 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 
GQRIGIWAL PROCEEDINGS... 


SEVENTH CIACUIT...... 


| 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
QTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 
BANKRUPTCY 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 
ORIGIWAL PROCEEDINGS.... 


EIGHTH CIACUIT....... 


ee 


CRIMIWAL.. 6. cece eens 
U. S. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISONER periTiONs 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL.. 
BAMKRUPTCY..... 
ADMINISTRATIVE appeals. 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 


BY JUDGES BY STAFF 

TOTAL 

APPEALS | | | J 

TERM: CROSS JURIS | FRAP ' CPC FRaP 

WATED | TOTAL | APPEALS | TOTAL JDEFECTS | #2 | DEFAULT | DEWIAL | OTHER |TOTAL | 42° | DEFAULT | OTHER 

—— —*— — + = +— + — ——— 
3,937 | 1,40 471 $10 307 13 : 119 m1 | aes | 567 259 u 
T 

451 108 - 33 2 2 - - 5 7§ 50 25 - 
187 a 1 16 13 - - - 1 3e 6 de - 
541 178 3 as x 1 - - 13 131 106 27 - 
960 306 3 243 120 . - 119 4 | 100 30 

1,425 600 40 129 103 , : - 17 | «31 | 328 102 1 
79 2? - 5 3 i 1; 22, 18 3 . 
267 a9 - 41 12 - - - 29 re) 10 le 
27 ‘ - 1 - - - 1; a] - . 3 

2,129 | 879 29] 412 2 % #1 199 | 038 | 362 6 ’ 
286 1 1 37 ‘ i 2 - 28 53 4 i 6 
193 &s - 37 12 i 15 4? 17 20 - 
176 63 2 26 8 - ’ . ? vV avy i 
462 26s - 168 58 6 21 41 32 % 54 22 - 
777 311 23 110 54 4 23 - 29 | 178 166 12 - 
73 2% 2 n 2 i l - ‘ 16 16 : - 
123 57 1 2 2 i i - 22 20 27 3 - 
a 3 2 - - - - 2 it - 1 

2,142 746 19] 405 200 10 67 259/| 320 | 255 “9 le 
300 eT) i 16 2 - 2 - 10 2. 10 ‘ : 
190 a7 - 68 ‘ 1 - - 63 1” ä ry - 
271 5 5 25 2 ’ ‘ - rT) “6 55 1 
509 252 - 217 17 1 3 6? 3:29 “ | 20 13 2 
690 197 11 57 17 14 1 - 25 129! #117 11 1 
81 25 - J 2 2 - - 2 19 le 5 - 
7% 41 2 10 5 1 - - 1 29 19 ‘ ‘ 
27 9 - 8 : - - - 8 i - - i 
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O-SA. U.S. COURTS GF APPEALS 
APPEALS TERMINATED BY PROCEDURAL JUDGMENTS, BY CIACUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE MOWTH PERIQGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


PRSCCRURAL Tene — 


BY STAFF 


CIRCUIT AWD cross AURIS crc 
WATURE OF PROCEEDING APPEALS | i DEFAULT 


— —— — 
— 


~ 
- 
~ 
— 
LS) 


WINTH CIRCUIT 107 


CRIMI WAL 
\. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL 

, PRI SOWER PETITIONS 


— 
* 
BRE. ._£s ss. 
— — 
—— 


ADMINISTRATIVE EAS.. 
ORiGina, PROCEED WSS.... 


22 


> 
= 


TENTH CIRCUIT 


CRIMI WAL 

U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER PRIVATE CIVIL... 


ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 


ELEVENTH CIRCUIT 


CRIMIWAL 

U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL 

PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 


~ 
ee ee ee 

~ i 
'teepttiost 

— 
'enoewnvew& 


— 
* 
* 
i 
N 
e 


ao 
‘reeemtiane 


iw ~SSS UF 
(fe) @n~ninw: 


ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS. . 


ett ee tee. 


® VOLUNTARY DISMISSAL UNDER RULE 6218), FEDERAL RULES OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE. 
WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AWD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS. 
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TABLE Be@, U.S 


COUN!S UF AMRLALS 


APPEALS FILED. TERMINATEL, AND PENDING, BY CIRCUIT 
DUA} mG THe THEL VE WONT PERIOD ENDED um », 1968 
FILINGS | TERMINATIONS . PENDING 
--—_—_ — — — —ñ — — — — 
CIACUIT AND _[rencent ~ Tpencent oF P Jrencew oF 
WATURE OF PROCEEDING MUMBER | TOTAL HUMBER | TOTAL UB | TOTAL 
— — — * — + — 
B.. 37,524 100.0 35,688 100.0 27,44 100.0 
CE 6,012 le. 5,264 14.7 5,052 18.3 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 1,962 §.2 1, 864 5.2 1,245 4.5 
Sree U. &. GIVEL....0000. 4,248 11.3 4,522 12.6 3,209 11.6 
PRIV. PRISOWER peritions 7,2% 19.4 7,292 20.3 3,809 13.8 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 13,170 35.1 12,506 34.8 10, 357 37.5 
BAWMRUPTCY. . 06. ees 1,153 3.1 1,104 3.1 629 3.0 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 3,043 8.1 2,625 7.3 3,019 10.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 42 1 691 1.9 126 0.4 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBla. 1,925 100.0 1,663 100.0 2,121 100.0 
—— — —— 
E—E——— 140 7.3 105 6.3 113 §.3 
L S$. PRISOWER PETITIONS 7b 4.) 78 «.?7 6) 2.9 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 323 le.8 497 29.9 325 15.3 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 38 2.0 43 2.6 28 1.3 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL.... 2s 12.7 253 15.2 233 11.0 
bAMnuſey. . . . 2 0.1 10 0.6 1 - 
ADMIMISTSATIVE APPEALS... 1,066 55.4 642 38.6 1,399 63.1 
ORIGIWAL PROCEEDING: . 24 1.8 35 a2 21 1.0 
FIAST CIACUIT....... 1,299 100.0 1,17¢ 100.0 774 100.0 
3 — — — — 
I nnn, on 00.0.0.0:0. 302 24.4 245 20.8 239 30.7 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 26 1.9 22 1.9 1] 1.4 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 209 16.9 211 17.9 129 1e.6 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 76 6.1 $1 6.9 31 4.0 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 540 43.6 344 6.3 314 40.3 
BAWMRUPTCY. «0... cee eens 19 1.5 17 1.6 1) 1.4 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 6c 4.8 fy.) 4.1 42 5.4 
OVIGIWA, PROCEEDINGS.... ® 0.7 A 0.7? 2 0.3 
SECOWO CIACUIT....... 2, %9e2 100.0 2,942 100.0 620 100.0 
3 - — 
Ee 539 18.3 $29 18.06 251 30.6 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 97 3.3 112 3.8 20 2.4 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 312 10.6 Be) 11.6 54 6.6 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 532 18.1 505 17.2 151 18.4 
OTMER PRIVATE CIVI...... 1,188 40.4 1,181 40.1 282 34.4 
BAWMRUPTCY.. 0... . cue eee 65 2.2 62 2.1 15 1.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 180 6.1 182 6.2 43 §.2 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 29 1.0 30 1.06 J 0.5 
THIRD CIACUIT........ 2,933 100.0 2,985 100.0 1,256 100.0 
ee 410 14.0 430 14.4 226 17.8 
U. S. Se. _— 144 4.9 149 5.0 54 4.3 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 262 8.9 281 9.4 112 8.9 
PRIV. Par SOnER petitions 656 22.3 632 21.2 182 14.5 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1.182 40.3 1,179 39.5 544 43.3 
BAWKRUPTCY. 0... ccc aee 77 2.6 108 3.6 23 1.8 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS.. 160 5.5 167 5.6 109 8.7 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... ry) 1.5 * 1.3 A 0.6 
FOURTH CIAMCUIT....... 3,203 100.0 3,198 100.0 1,957 100.0 
I ital atlas 423 13.2 400 12.5 302 15.4 
U. S. PRISQWER PETITIONS 267 8.3 238 7.4 151 7.7 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 295 9.2 299 2.3 201 10.3 
PRIV. PRISONER PeTiTions 809 28.1 927 29.0 413 21.1 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 882 27.5 986 30.8 610 31.2 
BAWKRUPTCY........00055. 225 7.0 131 4.1 158 8.1 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 185 5.8 168 5.9 116 5.9 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 27 0.8 29 0.9 7 0.3 
FIFTH CIRCUIT...... ne 4,331 100.0 4,295 100.0 2,588 100.0 
rn ode 14.7 $15 12.0 oe 16.8 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 116 2.7 105 2.4 57 2.2 
OTHER U. S. CIVIL....... 333 7.7 314 7.3 207 8.0 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 1,102 25.4 1,304 30.4 424 16.4 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 1,672 38.6 1,631 38.0 1,195 46.2 
SRT 6 o.oo. c.ccccccces 135 3.1 181 3.5 ae 2.5 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS... 269 6.2 202 4.7 203 7.8 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 68 1.6 73 1.7 2 0.1 


166 


207 


CIRCUIT AMD 
— oF — 


SIXTH CIACUIT........ 


CRIMIMNAL...... 

U.S. PRISOWER PETIT LOM 
OTMER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 
BANKRUPTCY 


ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 


SEVENTH CIACUIT...... 


CRIMI WAL 

u. § PRISONER PETITION: 

OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRivaTé CIVIL..... 
IE 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. 

ORIGIWAL PROCTEDINGS 


ELGHTw CIMCUIT...... 


ND on ine wenn ee 
U. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
I 


PRIV. PRISONER PETITIONS 
OTMER PRIVATE CIVIL. 
BANKRUPTCY. ......600005- 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
ORIGIMA, PROCEEDINGS 


WINTM CIACUIT....... 


Pe 
Lu. S. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 
PS 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
ORIGIWAL PROCEEDINGS... 


TEWTM CIMCUIT........ 


pee tees 
U. S. PRISONER sarees 
Green U. B. GPW. oo. se. 
PRIV. PRISONER eeritiene 
OTMER PRIVATE CIVIL..... 
BAWKRUPTCY. «0... 6. cee 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS... 


ELEVENTH CIMCUIT..... 


CRIMIWAL.. 0... cece eeees 
u. S. PR SOWER PETITIONS 
QOTWER U. S. CIVIL....... 
PRIV. PRISOWER PETITIONS 
OTHER PRIVATE CIVIL jt 
BAWKRUPTCY. «0.0... cece ee 
ADMINISTRATIVE APPEALS. . 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS.... 


TABLE Be@. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 


APPEALS FILED, TERMINATED, AWD PEWOING, BY CIACUIT 


DURING mE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWOED JUNE 30, 1988 


sn PENDING 
|peecent oF |PERCENT OF 
WUMBER TOTAL NUMBER | TOTAL 
+ = — | 
3,831 100.0 2,919 100.0 
439 11.5 . 372 12.7 
172 . 4.7 99 3.4 
$33 13.9 13.7 436 14.9 
695 23.4 24.4 530 18.2 
1,426 37.3 %.2 1, 164 39.9 
63 1.6 2.0 62 2.1 
278 7.3 6.8 253 8.7 
23 0.6 0.7 5 0.2 
2,409 100.0 100.0 1,782 100.0 
96 16.4 13.5 360 20.2 
240 16.0 9.1 156 8.8 
157 6.5 8.2 121 6.8 
514 21.3 21.8 300 16.8 
856 35.5 3.6 653 %.6 
ae 2.7 3.4 24 2.5 
145 6.0 5.8 141 7.9 
7 1.§ 1.6 7 0.4 
2,387 106.0 100.0 1,518 100.0 
306 12.8 14.0 262 17.3 
244 9.8 8.9 103 6.8 
348 14.6 12.7 242 15.9 
58) 24.3 23.8 25¢ 16.9 
682 28.6 32.2 $07 33.4 
9 3.9 3.8 65 4.3 
111 4.7 3.5 77 §.1 
22 1.3 1.3 . 0.4 
.24 100.0 100.0 6, 590 100.0 
1,148 18.1 le.7 1,235 18.7 
267 3.9 4.0 274 4.2 
Bee 13.7 17.0 850 12.9 
Tee 12.1 12.0 692 10.5 
2,544 40.2 33.4 2,815 42.7 
208 3.3 3.7 226 3.4 
368 5.8 9.4 “56 6.9 
187 3.0 3.6 a4 0.7 
2, 066 100.0 100.0 2,350 100.0 
260 12.6 13.8 247 10.5 
149 7.2 7.3 121 §.1 
226 10.9 u.7 283 12.0 
358 17.3 1¢.0 313 13.3 
776 37.5 37.7 1,119 47.6 
95 4.6 3.8 103 4.4 
110 5.3 4.4 1594 6.6 
93 4.5 5.4 10 0.4 
3.924 100.0 100.0 2,964 100.0 
1,014 25.8 21.3 1,011 34.1 
1% 4.9 5.8 138 4.7 
386 9.8 10.6 251 8.5 
a7e 22.4 23.0 689 16.5 
1,177 30.0 31.7 921 31.1 
106 2.7 2.9 59 2.0 
111 2.8 3.1 ae 2.9 
59 1.5 i.? J 0.3 


MOTE: 


TOTALS INCLUDE REOPENED, REMANDED, AND REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS QRIGINAL APPEALS. 
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TABLE 8-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY CIACUIT 
968 


OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1 


WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 


Cracult 


FIFTH 


WINTH | TENTH) ELEVENTH 


891 


TOTAL CAGES... nc cccccvcccs 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES...... 
TOTAL CIVIL CASES......... 


U.S. CAGES... ...ce0 e008 


U.S. PLAINTIFF...... —XR 


WEGGTIABLE INSTRUMENTS. 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 
CONDEMNATION OF LAND... 
OTHER REAL PROP. ACTIONS 
TORT ACTIOWS........... 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 

t .. . . ... 

OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS... 
FORFEITURE AWD PEWALTY. 
Falt .aBO® STAND. AC”... 
OTHER LABOR. ........... 
SECUR. ,COMMOD., & EXCHC 
— 
E—⏑⏑⏑—————————— 


U.S. DEFEWDAWT........... : 


CONTRACT ACTIOWS....... 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS. . 
TORT ACTIOWS........... 
CIVIL RIGHTS: 


OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS... 
PRISOWER PETITIONS: 
MOTIGWS TO VACATE SEW 


OTMER PRIS. PETITIONS 
LABOR SUITS............ 
SOCIAL SECURITY LAWS... 
EO 
ENVIRONMENTAL MATTERS... 
FREEDOM OF INFOR. ACT.. 
GAA, GREE 0 .0.0.0.0.0.0.0.0008 ° 


5,571 | 1,768 3,648 


63 


= 60 1,014 
1 eal 260; 


3,223 


4,423! 1,508! 2,636 
einai 


mag 


1.113) 375! = 578 
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@oerrweoiw wan 


— 


ee 


8 


— 
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wwe 
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5.26838 & 


X o 
wr @nw i i'iww 
-eroe 


es 
ww 


oe 
rie s 
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env we oe Ny we Tk) eww 


{ a 

162; 35) 112 
> -| 4 
13 | 3! 9 
5) - 2 
17 8 22 

«| 7 
2 
7! 3 5 
31 | 1! 22 
2 - 6 
15 i 5 
2 - 5 
15 e 4 
* * 21 
951 340 oe 
322: 2? 10 
36 23 7 
114 43 te 
7% 10 22 
7 22 31 
90 56 136 
103 52. 33 
rey » 23 
J 9) . 
10 1 3 
120, += 22, 78 
61. 17 31 
28 | 6, i 
13, 6) e 
lez) 4? 
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TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY circus? 
1968 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 


_ NATURE oF hdl OR OFFENSE 


FEDERAL QUESTION..... 


MARINE CONTRACT........ 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 
EMPLOYERS LIABILITY ACT 
MORIWE IMJUPY......... 


CIVIL RIGHTS: 
EMPLOYMENT. .......... 
OTMER CIVIL RIGHTS.. 

PRISONER PETITIONS: 


PRISOWER CIVIL RIGHTS 
OTHER PRIS. PETITIONS 
LABOR MGMT. RELAT. ACT. 


OTHER LABOR............ 
CPYRGHT PATENT & TROMAK 
SECUR., COMMOD. & EXCHG 
COMST. OF STATE STATS.. 
ALL OTHER... .... cee enee 


DIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP. . 


eo oe 


TWSURANC 

OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS. 
REAL PROPERTY ACTIONS. 
PERSONAL INJURY - PROD. 
LIABILITY........s00ee 
OTHER PERSONAL 
PERS. PROP. 
ALL OTHMER........ —R& 


GENERAL LOCAL JURISDICTION 


CONTRACT ACTIONS....... 
REAL PROPERTY — 


TORT ACTIONS........... 
PRISONER PETITIONS... 
ALL OTHER. ener seeeeeee 


cIAculT 

TOTAL |D.C. | FIRST|SECOMO| THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTHISEVENTH | EIGHTH | MINTH | TENTH [ELEVENTH 

20,466 | 282 | 616] 1,72011,896 | 1,781 12,774 12,322] 1.370 | 1,263 13,310 11.133] 2.05% 
- — fF ----4 — — — — — 

15,901 | 191 | #62] 1,399 11,628 | 1,373 2,152 |1,932] 1,201 | 1.018 |2,382 | 753] 1.67 
iso | - ? 1 5 s| 4 2 . -—| = 1 «s 
333 | 11 6 25| 20 20} | 2% 12 11 | 129] 20 a9 
91 ‘ 3 17| 3 2 71 te 2 2 ? 2 . 
243 . a ¢| 10 s| 172 ? 3 1 26 1 3 
see | 20 12 32 15 22| | 23 78 13 | 127 12 35 
276 ? ? 33| 37 122/ wil 3 22 5 70 12 18 

1.612 | 16 ss} 116] & 105 | 180] 215 192 ae | 127 as lee 

2.519 | 3¢ | 103] 258] 201 13¢ | 266 | 381 198 167 | 418] 127 258 

3,107 9 as| 361) 266 321 | 412] 406 172 201 | 260! 159 #06 

0.070 | 28 3e| 168] 386 506 | 684 | 491 338 376 | 403 | 186 e668 
116 1 * 3 1 72 ‘ = re re 3 13 ? 
425 2 13 %| 50 19} 19] 8% 41 1s | 109 10 26 
6e4 | 25 27 se} 7h 43) | iu 60 | 165 22 52 
301 ¢ ‘ 69] «(17 8) wl i 27 5 as 16 29 
643 2 1? 6s| 70 1} 668] oe 2% 15 82 26 50 
101 = ? i$} 1a rf 2] 1s 3 a 25 ‘ 5 

1,118 | 2 60} 109] 163 75 | 136] 100 73 70 | 212 53 of 

4,506 | 91 | 176] 321| 360 40s | 622] 391 169 205 | 957] 380 386 

‘ 15 323/ 69 oe! 6%] (80 27 67 | 18] 51 70 

1,776 | 32 s2|} 166| 136 181 | 2] 195 127 9 | 216] 162 178 
145 5 9 13 ry 11 15 b J 10 14 de 18 
860 ‘ le 10| 4 442 21 | 513 20 
asi | 29 50 63} 93 103} 179] 93 re 8* 61 80 70 
189 3 2 17] 1 1s| mM! 18 2 2% % 13 12 
15 . = 1 . é 1 . . 2 i 2 2 
59 - - -| 68 . : : - - 1 - . 
17 . « | # e! « — . - . . 
2 . - « 2 a . . . - . : - 
29 « - -| 2 ° . ° - - - - : 
3 . « . 3 . - ° . - - : ° 
4 ° am a“ ? e} . . ° 1 . . 
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TABLE B-7. U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
MATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS, BY CIRCUIT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1 


cincultT —X 
— — 
MATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL |D.C. | FIRST|SECOMD| THIRD | FOURTH | FIFTH | SIXTH)SEVEMTH | EIGHTH | NINTH | TENTH ELEVENTH 
TOTAL CRIMINAL CASES...... 6,012 | 140 302 539 410 423 30 439 396 305 | 1,148 260 1,014 
— — — — — 
GEMERAL OFFENSES 
WOMICIDE, TOTAL........... 54 - 2 1 . 6 | 2 - 4 iy 18 4 3 
2 — - — 
MURDER, FIRST DEGREE. * 27 e > ; I J 2 = 4 2 9 1 1 
OTHER WOMICIDE......... 27 - 2 1 2 2 - - - * 9 3 2 
ROBBERY, TOTAL............ 221 1 san 8 19 12 16 a | 21 18 $1 11 38 
— ad IJ — — 44 — 4 — — — 
beesecerccccccccccs 203 1 + 8 12 12 15 le 21 1? 47 11 37 
OTHER ROOBBERY.......... 18 - 4 - 7 - 1 - - 1 J 1 
ABBE. oc ccccccccccccsccces 80 - 1 7 b 7 * 7 2 2 30 8 5 
= — — +4... — : : J — — — ae — 
Se s| - - - 1 . . 1 - 2 1 - 3 
— — — 
LARCENY AND THEFT, TOTAL.. 188 1 3 = > 19 17 13 13 a é 5e 8 17 
ul — —— — + — J —— 4 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE... . 3| - 1 + . 3 2 2 5 1 2 2 ‘ 
TRAWSPORTATION, ETC. OF 
STOLEN PROPERTY....... $1 - l 5 3 3 7 2 1 2 25 2 - 
in 0060000000c00000 25 i 1 1 1 1 4 2 - 1 9 1 3 
OTHER LARCENY AND THEFT 79 - - 7 5 12 * 7 7 4 20 3 10 
EMBEZZLEMENT...........44. 70 7 3 7 3 * 10 13 * 10 9 
+ — — -- - se - —— — — + 
FRAUD, TOTAL.......... X 1,023 5 49 110 113 57 113 5 67 “6 190 63 113 
— — +-- -- — — 4 —~- + > 
INCOME TAK. ........0... 2s) - wl alo ¢6| 23) 2s ie 4; $2) ow 29 
POSTAL AMD INTERSTATE 
WIRE, RADIO, ETC...... 335 1 22 33 51 16 29 38 18 13 57 25 32 
LENDING AMD CREDIT..... 107 1 3) 10 2) 4 24 9 12 7 14 146 7 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATMNTS 125 1 ° 12 18 | 9 22 10 1 9 29 2 12 
OTHER FRAUD............ 242 2 8 34 31 22 15 13 20 15 3B il 33 
AUTO THEFT...........2005- 77 - 1 1 2 3 9 2 2 7 2 1 7 
. >-- —-4- — — — — — „c-æ· — — · — — 
FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING 142 2 5 le | 6 13 16 15 5 22 J 50 
— — ie. : _ ae 


bit 


TABLE O-7. U.S, COURTS OF APPEALS 
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE OF APPEALS ARISING FROM THE U.S. heed COURTS, #Y ClAcUIT 
DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIOD ENDED am 1908 


ee — — — 


‘CIRCUIT 
— — —— — - -- — — 
WATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE TOTAL |0.C. | FIRST) SECOMO | THIAD | FOURTH) FIFTW) SIATH) SEVENTH To wim | TEM ELEVENTH 
SEK GFFEMSES. oc — 70 . i i 4 ie 5 i i 7 2 ? 
a — J— — — —— — eee oe 
ORUG ABUSE PREVENTION AMO 3 
couran ACT, TOTAL....... 2,977 4 i173 ani 199 202 323 162 168 13 $10 105 662 
+— — — —— — — — —ñ— — — 
fo 614 7? se 10 7 12 129 u Tt 24 iM 20 19 
ConTRan suesT 314 4 7 14 ‘Ty 14 67 13 10 21 61 21 | “ 
woe oa m2 |u| a} 6 ? ’ mi? so] of | us| | 
eee eee eee eee eeeeeeee 4 4 * 
— — 24 —— “a a a — — — 
ORIGE 2242222 n 2 1 le 7 2 . i 3 aa i S a 
enteartan, RACKETEERI NG 
AMD TWREA eeeeeeereeee 1s 4 7 n 13 3 13 10 16 1 14 ? ! 20 
GAMBLING, Lor TERY. ..... 27 ° a 1 aa 1 1 a ’ 5 5 7? | 1 
KIOMAPPI eeeereeeeeeeee 20 1 ° 2 > 1 2 2 I & i - 
FIREARMS, WEAPONS... a7 | 6] ul | of wo) 2| 0 20 | | si} wl 4 
seeee eee eeeeeeeee Lh] al 1 5 6 9 9 2 4 7? 17 a | ? 
H eeeeee 25 1 ° al 2 7 1 2 - > 4 1 ? 
ORUMK ORIVING/TRAFFIC. . 25 ° ° ° i 6 3 i . - 11 1 | 2 
OTHER MISCELLANEOUS 
GEWERAL OFFEWSES...... as | i 5 2 15 7 a 10 i 10 i 2 
SPECIAL OFFENSES 
IMMIGRATION LAMS....... 0 4 3 2 i | 20 - : - 43 2 3 
— 4 — —— — 4—- — — — —— —— — — 7— — — — — — 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE -| - - . - . . . . . . -| «= 
—— —— — — — — — * — + 
FEDERAL STATUTES, TOTAL del 33 29 25 20 10 20 24 56 16 9 , | 21 
— — t — — — —+ - — — — + 
AGRICULTURAL ACTS.... Pl 29 - - ° 2 - ° ⸗ 8 | 1 ° 
ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS. 14 - - 4 1 1 | : 3 7 - - | - 1 
WATIOWAL DEFENSE LANS 20 - « - 3 -} 3 - - | i es, - 2 
CIVIL RIGHTS... ...555 14 ad 4 * 2 F * 2 nd | 2 1 | 2 2 
WITWESS INTIMIDATION. sh | - | 10 4 5 ‘ 4 3 10 2/ «6 . ’ 
EXPLOSIVES /WON-VESSEL “a - e 2 5 2 * 2 ? ¢; 0 - 2 
Mheeeoececccceeee 178 4 5 ll 10 _§| wy 14 = = | $1 4 11 


WOTE: TOTALS INCLUDE REOPEWED, REMANDED, AMD REINSTATED APPEALS AS WELL AS ORIGINAL APPEALS 
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TABLE C 


ee ———— 


FiLlees TERMI MAT IONS PemDine 

PERIOD PER PERIOD PERIOD 
AME 3, | AME BO ams AME 30 30, | PERCENT 
ie? | “ise | Cuanoe ie? | “ises” | Gunes er’ " | oumae 
239,185 239,636 0.2 238 ,001 238,753 0.3 243,361 244,242 0.4 
3,964 3,913 ~1.4 2,009 3,926 30.9 4,476 4,062 44 
7,672 7,916 0.6 6,0 6,114 4.0 11,960 11,362 “1.7 
os7 1s “14,1 965 637 -13.3 1400 on “13.7 
3, 784 3,435 6. 4,009 3,622 4.5 7,486 7,101 4.2 
$70 $02 2.1 633 609 -3.8 713 eae -3.8 
7$2 126 -3.5 07 704 1.0 $s oar 3.3 
1,999 2,437 28.7 2,070 2,142 3.5 1, 2,247 18.1 
20, 448 19,720 -3.6 19,375 19,966 1.0 26, 390 26, 904 0.6 
2,624 2,435 ~13.8 2,395 2,900 71.1 4,206 3,621 10.9 
46) 1,984 6. 1,416 1,414 0.2 2,971 3,141 $.7 
4,533 4,372 -3.46 4,185 4 668 6.8 $,902 406 ~1.6 
9,784 9.454 -3.4 9, 3404 9,299 3.4 33 il, 1.6 
1,479 1,964 Ss. 1,4% 1,219 “16.3 2, 2. 16.0 
245 311 7.9 337 fos 4. 342 7 1.6 
20,383 23,184 13.7 19,233 21,351 11.0 16,742 20. 995 9.8 
1% 721 0.7 649 oes 5.5 763 619 4.6 
$,451 5,730 $.1 $,092 5.6% 11.9 $,911 5,946 0.6 
8,102 10,545 0.2 7,69 9,030 17.4 6,209 7,724 4.4 
1,987 2,014 2.9 1,982 1,91 0.5 1,433 1,486 1.4 
3,201 , $04 6.3 3,105 3,165 1.9 2,969 3,208 8.0 
% | 6770 | «=18.6 711 4 | 10.3 1,417 1,403 | -1.0 


Zi 


TABLE C 


ee a ——— 


ries VER MAT I0us —R 
M. ** 18,303 18 BOD 18,917 16,901 6.2 
MD. nceee + 948 3,790 $.7 & 3 1.9 5 3,774 4.4 
mi... 1,682 | 1,708 44 1, ais “1.7 1, 1, 7.4 
WM... 670 1,194 37.2 4 3.) 
ee 1,091 i, 3.3 1, 1,000 4 2 
eeeeee 3, 8 4 3, 400 3, 6.1 700 ‘ “1.1 
VA,E 7) 4,418 3,473 1.7 3, 3, “11.0 . ’ 68-3 
VAM... ’ 2, 10.6 i, 1, aA . . 4 
wy, eee $4) 3. 17.4 — 
WV.... 1,908 1,026 21.1 i, 1,970 . 1, 1, 17.7 
TH... BO, 30) 30,073 0.6 31,979 31,917 oo me me 3,014 3.8 
LA, 6,385 8.051 6.4 8 6,936 1.1 $, 4,679 ~12.6 
LAM... 1,079 1,229 13.9 i 1,092 1.1 1, 9.6 
LA,M... 2,04 3,416 16.0 7 3,149 5.4 3, ° 7.8 
“ss, * 1,107 1,042 4. 1,1 i, 7 6.0 r 1, “4.5 
eee 21,408 2,000 -16.8 —33 3 %.4 . 4, 1 24.2 
THM... 4,748 «, 648 4 4, ° 14.0 ° 38 #.2 
tS. seer | operas 134 oe | 8: 33 Hi . 
Meo 2,672 | 2,903 a6 Sous | sere | sad 38 wns | a? 
6TH 26,129 27,988 5.6 27,221 27,008 0.8 26,919 27,009 2.2 
KY,€.. 2,082 2,320 11.4 2,161 2 4.6 i —13. 3.1 
KY... 1,662 | 1,536 4.6 : ne | os 35 inn | ec 
rf. 6,628 6,613 0.2 6,374 7,009 -15.8 ° $,119 4.4 
A . 1,972 1,996 1.3 2, 1 2,038 “11.2 He +44 2, 1.7 
a 5,266 6,535 24.1 4, 5.009 23.9 +, 7, 14.2 
*. 3,775 3,427 4.2 3,7% 3,742 “1.4 ig 3,642 4.0 
TH,E.. 1,983 2,071 4.4 1,778 1 866 4.9 1,92 11.7 
he 1,324 1,666 25.8 1,234 1,380 11.8 1,174 1,460 24.4 
4 1,257 1, -2.4 1,230 1,317 . . 1,662 4.3 


us, uae 
a Tea vt sonTw Pane . —— 33 AMD 1968 


Filings TERMI MAT I OMS 


cimculT 
am 
DISTRICT 


osEsstexe 


Ne 
Q 


TABLE C 


SZt 


CIVIL CASES 
us Tau THa\ve Monty Penieds GNESI Se, 1967 Am 1968 
FiLINes Teno maT Lens remins 
crime’ 
DISTRICT 
OTH... 7.6 
— — 742 71 3.9 71% ase 19.5 He +4 1,030 “7.1 
al. eeeee 3,038 3,411 12.3 2,087 3,026 4.8 2, ; 4 
CA,M. «6. 7,942 6,443 -.9 7,206 7,340 6.6 6,314 417 “14.2 
Ca,€.... 2,474 2,444 -1.2 2,931 2,720 7.8 2 ga 2,982 7 
CAC... 13,146 11,620 10.1 12,001 12,437 4 10, 9,6” — 
CA,S8.... 2,197 1,995 —o.7 2,242 1,63 14 2, 2,616 Cs 
lee 1,223 1,276 4.6 ony 1,391 4 1. 1, 009 ~+.5 
) | 615 707 13.3 955 1H . 7 
— 1,022 1,017 0.5 1,035 914 “11.7 —38 i, 4 
V. 1,719 1,696 -3.4 1,065 1,680 — 1, 1, “1.2 
* ee 2, 2,192 “2.7 2,261 1,925 -18.4 1,673 1,940 16.0 
WA,E.... 1,198 775 33.1 1,076 ose “21.2 1,182 1,079 +.) 
eMecee y 2,069 -24.3 3,40 2,740 4 2,354 2,063 “ll 
eee 93 7 “4.1 ” 19.2 ave 0% 0.2 
eee bt 0 40.0 68 bd) 14.6 82 ae “11.5 
10TH. 12,690 12,183 -3.9 13,066 12,930 -3.9 12,232 11,008 ~+.4 
CB. nase 2,249 2,181 -3.0 2,970 2,196 -M.1 ,o71 1,996 1.3 
KS..... 2,194 2,181 1.3 2,007 2,165 -10.1 2 309 2,338 0.7 
When .es 1,627 1,641 0.9 1, 46% 1,607 7.4 1,766 1,000 1.9 
Oxm.. 1,101 1,246 13.2 1,171 1,101 4.0 1,064 1,200 13.6 
Om,e.. 730 731 0.1 7 740 -3.5 nas 379 2.3 
,n.. . 2,061 2,487 “13.1 3,006 2,695 4.0 1,095 1,727 “17.4 
—R 1,369 1,262 -7.8 1,931 1,791 17.0 2,210 1,661 ~23.9 
** $59 -24.2 $08 $18 1.4 029 1M 91.2 
11TH 21,018 22,341 6.3 21,702 21,901 0.9 17,746 18,56 4.7 
M. 25646 3,040 2.5 3,095 3,049 ~1.5 1,998 1,949 0.5 
AL, 1,195 1,573 31.6 1, 1,397 21.3 1,032 20.8 
AL.S.... 1,173 ° 17.8 1,140 1,234 2 1,193 1,337 12.1 
FL,M.... 1,035 1,206 24.3 1,034 1,246 20.5 1,008 1,008 4.0 
FL 4. eee 4,661 4, 1.5 4, 4,657 -2.3 3,635 3,911 2.0 
Dhalccce 4, 4, $.3 4, 4,371 4. 3,911 He 4.2 
GA,u... 3,907 3,48 “1.5 3, 3,341 -10.5 3,257 3, 3.5 
” 1,017 1, 6.1 1,061 13.6 1,261 1,279 1.4 
7) 1,174 1, 8.9 1,215 1,148 4.8 877 1,010 18.2 


9Zt 


Tame C 1. 
CIVIL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGO ENDED AE 30, 1968 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TOTAL «CIVIL CASES —J us. CIVIL CASES PRIVATE CIVIL CASES 
—— — 
CIRCUIT | PENDING PENDING | PENDING PENDING | PEMDING PENDING 
Amt 3.) Con TEAMI~ | AME 30,|/ AME 3O,) COn- TERMI- | AE 30,| AME 30.) COn- TEAMI- | AME 30, 

DISTRICT 1967 §|| MENCED | WATED 1968 1967 | MENCED | NATED 1968 1967 =| MENCED) wATED 1968 
TOTAL... | 243,361 239,634 238,753 244,242 | 54,263 69,076 66,4695 54,864 | 189,098 170,558 170,258 189,396 
OC... 4,475 3,513 3,926 4,062 1,965 1,249 1,443 )= 1,771 2,510 2,204 #8 2,483 2,291 

ist. 11,560 7,916 6,lke =611,362 2,199 864,737 2,621 2,0 9,307 5,179 §=©5,493 9,053 
WE... on 221 303 313 a1) $19 on) 324 426 
eee 7,008 )06=— 3,463, 822 7,101 1,062 m 62) 970 | 6,426 2,706 862,999 6,131 
WH... 713 582 600 obo 106 1e3 108 101 007 419 241 249 
|) eee oe! 126 104 ose 113 les 140 117 554 Soe $72 
PR... 1,982 2,437 2,142 2,247 691 1, 3% 1,177 910 1,261 1,041 905 1,337 

au... 26,350 19,720 19,566 26,504 4,1% 4,149 4,226 4,12) | 22,194 159,571 19.362 22,383 
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ABLE C 38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
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Mn wees 200 294 106 ° 10 3 18 5 i 2 12 i 6 of $1 
AZ... — 3,026; 1,081 639 24 3 61 - 2 16 18 4 30 18 103 * 8 
. a... 7,300; 3,526 | 2,993 13 22 143 111 31 19 16 72 * 262 100 91 
Ca,€.. 2,720 79; 119 10 31 78 2 63 25 2 6 34 23 313 . 58 
Ca.C.. 12, 5,621 | 3,528 i 3s 235 4 103 760 209 31 264 oe 395 201 387 
ca, $.. 1,036 796 266 ° 7 101 * a 8 24 3 1% 17 71 2s 3s 
“I *eeee 1,31 312 103 eg 9 $4 % 13 9 = - 63 4 8 14 27 
1D..... 795 217 as 6 47 te : 5 5 be ° 70 4 3s i3 21 
MT. waa 914 3Oe 78 il 90 20 10 2 2 i ? 4 ood t 20 
W..... 1 080 333 123 1 ? i9 11 1s 4 3 22 9 * $1 62 
@...... 1,928 840 217 4 37 » e 11 a 4 1 43 12 114 18 * 
m,E.. 417 147 8 26 18 ° 4 4 1 1 25 7? 129 26 20 
MA, M.. 2,740 943 a3 2 24 os 1 J 12 4 e 4 135 2% 52 
Gian... ao 18 7? ad i 4 : - 1 2 ° e i - 2 e 
mu... bo) « Q * * * 2 * * 1 ° * 3 


TABLE C 38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED JUNE 30, 1988 


PRIVATE CASES 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
WOTOR MAN 
CiImculT | TOTAL REAL MARINE | VEHICLE) OTWER | OTHER DANUS | COPYRIGHT 
PRIVATE PaoP- PERSONAL | PERSONAL |PERSONAL; TORT | ANTI-| CIVIL | COM | WABEAS| CIVIL | AMD PATENT | LABOR | ALL 
DISTRICT | CIVIL TRACT | ERTY | FELA| INJURY | INJURY | INJURY | ACTIGNS | TRUST/RIGHTS | MERCE | CORPUS |RIGHTS | OTHER | TRADEMARK | SUITS | OTHER 
7TH... 19,399 | 2,831 2,818 430 38 an 1,00) 245 64 1,924 105 S78 1,806 15 $37 1,498 1,113 
TL, mM... 8,527 | 1,626 2,438 72 il 191 264 116 » 1,03 92 is? 408 8 3390s 920s—« 085 
1,¢... 917 5 16 a 32 116 31 2 ee i » #8217 i 18 90 93 
i,8... 1,272 . 262 1S 215 % 3 72 2 so = 320 3 6 90 38 
1m,@.... 1,692 1760 =: 328 10 2 102 147 24 3 271 3 1280 * 20 99 80 
18.5... ) 432 312 n 41 3 70 149 60 1 1% 4 101 197 4 as 145 117 
+E... bel 400 1 a 4 19 o8 13 > 1% i ” 102 e _ oe 87 
M. 697 102 + i 19 od 12 2 bs - 6 270 i 21 31 63 
10,288 | 2,091 125 181 » soe 1,193 247 9 1,199 be 604 2,100 22 wi 7oe0—Ss«8777 
N 

8 aa,e. 1,02 237 2s 7 22 S$ 37% 10 im 8661 ° il 3s 80 
aa. chad 190 le a 3 o) 163 17 * 2 7 17 $1 e 1s 17 61 
1A,8... it 132 12 § 1 i3 37 16 a “0 a 16 69 ° 12 2 8 
1A,8... Jee 128 10 a? 2 27 ee 16 * 69 * 2 2 22 20 ” 
; , 1,268 ay 14 8 9 3 122 a 7 146 * n bcd i 100 a0 241 
ee. 4 006 474 12 ne 14 11s 319 33 1 =a? * 100s 38 J 4s 191 105 
Bm. 1,97 33) 16 14 i oo 177 $0 12 = 8 141 44 1s oh 168 123 
R 1, 123 ll 63 ° “3 62 23 7 ws 3 ao 8 260 1 31 n 197 
@.... 17% se 1 J 4 wo 8 2 10 i 4 ? 10 ‘ » 
@...... me 81 a 4 ° 28 $1 19 i 32 1 21 31 1 4 3 “ 
9TH. 23,287 | 6,216 262 ise 499 3300s 2,285 $12 195 2,109 249; 1,639 2,785 17 1,310 2,496 2,137 
ee 1s 205 ll 2 24 * 34 12 1 be 14 7 5 * 9 71 50 
AZ...... 1,948 31 ae a 1 * —R 19 is Ss od 3 239 =—s 688 ® 73 as 12s 
Ca,m. 3,804 a4) 27 7 61 21 494 70 % 415 oe 24 4142 3 28 8691 we 
CaF 1,921 be 26 11 5 ae 97 27 12 866308 a 16 86680 3 s oe 0S 18 
ca,C 6,816 | 2,231 47 138 06 7% 372 170 6 617 iM 391 104 1 76074? 
Ca,$ 1,082 4) 2 1 104 7 6a M 4 80 $ 4 2% ° * — we 
ME..... 1,079 267 16 * n 19 415 24 1 ct) 1 2s 22 e 21 wa 73 
1D...... a 118 a + a 31 71 19 1 we i 17 7 ° 5 26 ae 
| 208 187 1? 30 33 119 29 “ 80 * 21 * 7 rs) 
WV... ... 1,347 045 9 a 3 24 124 20 ” 2 110 = 269 1 14 67 122 
OR...... 1, 345 17 12 21 61 132 29 7 199 12 7 181 i 42 123 66 
WA,E... 7% 3 1 1 14 so 4 1 41 * 64 110 . * 2% 30 
.. 1,797 be 1? 25 130 26 157 —4 10 101 ® 187 185 2 78 168 178 
GUAM... 11 a e 1 . i * * 3 i a i * * 36 
— — — —— . 9 - 1 - 2 1 : 3 a ° * * 2 a 


XS» 
= 


TABLE C 38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMEMATED, BY WATURE OF SUIT AND DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


UMITED STATES CASES 
| PRISONER PETITIONS 
HER lous nan- FORFEIT- 
crncuit | ToT | Tora camo | REAL rT) URES AND 
AnD cIvit | U.S. | Com prop-| tort | ANTI-| CIVIL| VACATE |MABEAS| CIVIL | AMO | PEMAL- | LABOR] SOCIAL | Tax | ALL 
DISTRICT | CASES | CIVIL | TRACT |MATIOM | ERTY ACTIONS | TRUST |RIGHTS |SENTENCE| CORPUS | RIGHTS TIES | SUITS | SECURITY |suITS | OTHER 
1om.. | 12,990 | 3,222/1,191 $8 67% 206 1 1) 10 4 4 mT 6 6 2 199 22 
ca...... | 218) os) 8 6 2 BS 1 @ 20C<CHSC:*CD — — — 51 
NM eee ee 2,168 704 707 1 264 2 = 18 16 10 17 6 be] 2 20 
m...... | 1607} Sez] 22 lM - @ 19 . 2 10 > & 2 
8 mi... | 1102/ wo} wo 2 © 2 - 6 a 2 * s a in 2% 
— 70 | 270) 66 2 #1 - 2 17 i - : - s 3 ’ 
au... | 2,085) St2] m2 6 6% 8 - 19 ‘ 2 13 + ss 8 &% 
ut...... | 279%} 28a} 103 - 2% 2 - ‘ 3 2 ? , > Ss ww 
“...... 518; 13%) 51 > 10 - 5 ‘ : : a ‘ nu © wW 
1im™.. | 22,901] 6,571/ 2,259 68 666 238 1 20) wm 19 wm» 1 a ee a 
wm... | 2,000) 975| 208 ? 8 rr] - 8s is ‘ ? ss uw ww) 86h 
rere 1.397; 333; 123 6s w 5 - ? 2 1 rt 1 wm 6 ? 
M.S.... | 1,230] 289] 106 1 wu ? - ‘ 18 - 1 17 > w 6 w 
1. u | 666; 276 1 207 PY - ? 2 u ) 16 > nm ? 
FL.M.. 4,687 | 1,967, 772 im 5 - 9 2 1 7 2 mm 2 4 
FL... 6,371| 2 tst«*SD - 0 60CltiD 21 2 us 8 ii 
Ga.u.... | 3,.301| ‘786| 237 - © 2% i ao 2 4 o 0 wm ss i 
Ga.m.... | 1,061| 300] 130 + 0 16 - 16 - : 10 ? % 13 ? 
Ga. 5. 1.168| 306| 89 - §2 16 - 12 i : % 5 % 6 w% 


TABLE C 38. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AMD DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


PRIVATE CASES 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
woTOR MAN- 
CIRCUIT REAL WARINE | VEHICLE) OTHER | OTHER DAMUS | COPYRIGHT 
amd PRIVATE PROP- PERSONAL | PERSGMAL| PERSONAL; TORT | ANTI-/ CIVIL | COM | WABEAS] CIVIL | AND PATENT | LABOR | ALL 
OISTRICT | CIVIL TRACT | ERTY | FELA) INJURY | INJURY | INJURY | ACTIONS | TRUST | RIGHTS | MERCE | CORPUS| RIGHTS | OTHER | TRADEMAMK | SUITS | OTHER 
10TH... 9,008 | 2,763 330 110 5 369 1,008 234 47 1,215 J ooh 180 1§ 182-338 1, 616 
ne B....-- 1,722 635 29 ay 2 * 191 a8 16 282 il $1 116 * 72 16h 272 
oO S...... 1,399 381 26 8 80 147 29 a 251 § 51 132 6 2% a 189 
@...... 1,005 263 2 a - 57 113 2 4 192 2 7s 90 i 18 a7 78 
&,8.... 80) bc] 29 J i 37 wo 20 i 93 6 ao 3s a 10 cy 89 
m,E.... 470 126 24 | a ae 54 9 i “0 2 260 82 2 ? 6 2? 
OM... 2,263 are 52 7 - 147 292 % & 1% 5 173 116 a 16 7 243 
UT... 1,510 280 91 21 - 30 70 20 109 7? 2 121 é 26 3 06673 
WY. .eee 379 97 16 22 ab 61 13 1 5 1 s w - 7 9 “5 
117M... | 16,930 | 3,929 177 18 160 $48 1,126 4 SB 1,694 5ij| 1,408 3,166 0 00 619 «1,091 
aL,@.... 2,076 617 by i i 79 09 55 6 263 7? 223 432 ° 19 195 91 
ALM... 1,064 161 11 2 * Ve 21 12 1 244 7 100 415 i . 2s 20 
aL,$.... 905 275 aa 3 + 00 62 33 1 74 72 216 31 + 
FL,M.... 360 % 12 i 15 10 7 5 i 6s i 95 162 2 15 12 $1 
FL,M.... 3,090 085 31 e . _ 218 33 ll 310 5 24 810 13 136 112s 2588 
FL,S.... 3,062 | 1,030 34 * 50 45 202 9 29 269 27 220 Us 9 205 166 222 
GA,M.... 2,555 691 5 * * 162 357 116 16 319 8 198 416 19 as 7% 222 
GA,M.... 721 lee 8 i 1 $a 60 le * 100 i bh) 160 7 10 19 » 
Ga,$.... a3 228 ? 3 ? 72 170 16 i - 41 171 i ‘ 21 3% 


I% 


TABLE C4. U.S. ogg! COURTS 

CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION TAKEN 
(LAND CONDEMNATION CASES OMITTED) 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
nO OUR ING PERCENT 
COURT BEFORE | OR AFTER wOW- REACHING 
WATURE OF SUIT TOTAL | ACTION) TOTAL/PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY JURY | TRIAL 
TOTAL CASES eeereereeeeereeeeeeeeeeaene 238,140 79,590 158 , 550 114,727 32,205 11,618 5,698 5,920 4.9 
UNITED STATES CASES eeeeeeeeeereeeeeneeee 67,946 28,037 39, 909 35,045 3,553 1,311 1,139 172 1.9 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
NEGOTIABLE INSTRUMENTS ............ 1,449 602 847 088 133 2% 24 2 1.8 
RECOVERY OF OVERPAYMENTS AND 
ENFORCEMENT OF JUDGMENTS ...... +++ | 19,825 | 14,269) 5,556 5,462 78 16 13 3 0.1 
OTHER COMTRACTS ......... cccccccces 3,877; 1,896; 1,981 1,483 387 111 4 17 2.9 
REAL PROPERTY .......... eeeeeees 6,502; 2,007; 4,495 4,160 263 72 67 5 1.1 
TORT ACTIONS 
N MARINE, PE IMJURY ..... —XR 115 7 45 19 12 12 10.4 
<= MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSONAL INJURY ... 674; 269/ = 428 202 139 ua 3} 12.5 
R PERSOWAL INJURY ............. 1,923 522; 1,401 765 397 239 214 25 12.4 
OTHER TORTS —. 4 1% 2% 207 61 26 3 5.7 
ACTIONS UMDER STATUTES 
ANTITRUST ..... . . . 32 5 27 25 1 1 1 3.1 
CIVIL RIGHTS | 
EMPLOYMENT ....0cccccressecenenes 1,345 343; 1,002 634 204 164 161 23 12.2 
OTHER CIVIL "RIGHTS coeccecceccces 9% 274 722 592 93 37 | 33 4 3.7 
DEPORTATION 2.0... .cccsceeeeeenccnes 117 56 61 56 7 1 | 1 =| 0.9 
PRISOWER PETITIONS 
MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTEWCE ...... 1,790 369 1,398 13 10 a 2 0.6 
as eeereves eeereeeneees 1,828 356 1,456 1§ 1 1 = 0.1 
AND OTHER ..... ........ 270 71 184 10 5 5 = 1.9 
CIVIL RIGHTS ..... cc ccccnevnvees 625 182 609 20 14 | 11 3 1.7 
LIQUOR FORFEITURES ...........+005: 10 * 9 1 | al | ° 8* * 
OTHER FORFEITURE AND PENALTY SUITS. 3,390 1,094 1,926 232 | 138 127 11! 4.1 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT .......... 685 244 295 124 22 19 3 3.2 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION ...... cocces 542 174 303 4 21 | 20 1 3.9 
SELECTIVE SERVICE ACT ..........- ee 2 a 1 . 1 | 1 “ 50.0 
SOCIAL SECURITY LANS 
HEALTH INSURANCE ...........00005 229 55 167 7 - * 
BLACK LUNG ... · · . . . . . ..- oe 63 9 51 3 ° ° * 2 
DISABILITY INSURANCE ............ 10,673; 2,029 8,272 336 3e aa 7 0.3 
SUPPLEMENTAL SECURITY INCOME 2,720 633 2,010 82 5 4 1 0.2 
RETIREMENT AND SERVICES BENEFITS. 383 85 284 14 * * ⸗ * 
—— 24 * 21 2 1 1 - 4.2 
TAM SUITS .nccccscccesscccccccccces 2,678 8668 1,295 366 1469 102 47 5.6 
ALL OTHER U.S. ACTIONS ......... eevee 4,477); 1,410 2,445 505 117 103 14 2.6 


TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES oe BY 


DURING THe TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


COURT ACTION 
OURING OR AFTER TRIAL 
“Oo ING PERCENT 
COURT BEFORE | OR AFTER wOn- REACHING 
WATURE OF SUIT TOTAL | ACTION) TOTAL/ PRETRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY JUAY) TRIAL 
FEDERAL QUESTION ................ ....... (102,430 | 28,339 | 74,091; 53,470 14,893 | 5,728 | 3,044 2,684 5.6 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
MARI eee eeeereeeeeeeeeeeeeee 3, 468 1,543 1,925 1,269 344 128 101 27 3.7 
MILLER ACT eevee eeeee ee eee eeeeeeeee 707 3149 358 245 88 25 23 2 3.5 
OTHER COWTRACTS ................... 2,913 | 1,001; 1,912 1,321 444 147 90 57 5.0 
ip) REAL PROPERTY eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeree 7 193 443 73 ae 18 é 3.3 
= TORT ACTIONS 
rh EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT .......... 2,604 751; 1,853 723 903 227 27 200 8.7 
MARINE, PERSONAL INJURY ........... 3,195 719; 2,476 1,034 1,155 287 108 179 . 
OTHER PERSONAL INJURY ............. 3,481 619| 2,862 769 1,950 143 35 108 4.1 
OTHER TORTS ......seeesecceccvevens 1,213 902 611 083 239 a9 61 28 7.3 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
BANKRUPTCY SUITS eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee §,523 1,586 3,937 3,616 185 136 111 25 2.5 
ANTITRUST eeeeereesreeeeeeeeeereeeeee 691 237 191 61 24 37 6.8 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EMPLOYMENT eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 7,710 2,013 5,697 2,762 1,686 1,069 614 035 13.6 
OTHER CIVIL RIGHTS ......eeeeee0+ | 10, 2,375; 7,687 4,520 1,935 | 1,232 sé) 751 12.2 
PRISONER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS ..........- —RR 9,348 | 1,689) 7,659 7,458 97 104 $8 Ly 1.1 
MANDAMUS AND OTHER .........055: 261 53 208 196 * 8 6 2 3.1 
CIVIL RIGHTS . ereereeeeaeeeeeeereeee 22,922 4,927 17,995 15,989 1,133 873 §50 323 3.8 
FAIR LABOR STANDARDS ACT : 227 438 237 149 52 27 25 7.8 
LABOR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT 3,018 976; 2,062 1,482 470 90 63 27 3.0 
OTHER LABOR LITIGATION ............ 7,771 | 2,957| 4,814 3,512 1,034 268 189 79 3.4 
COPYRI — eee eee eee eeeeeeeeeeeee 2,212 927 285 927 293 65 42 23 2.9 
PATENT seeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 1, 347 775 440 227 108 54 54 9.6 
T MARK Seer eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeees 2, 910 1,554 1,084 wal 89 61 28 3.6 
COWSTITUTIONALITY 
GF STATE STATUTES ......-ceeeeee ee 281 84 197 158 7 6 1 2.5 
ALL OTMER FEDERAL QUESTION .......... 9,866 | 3,454) 6,412 4,420 1,476 516 255 261 5.2 


eb2 


TABLE C4. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES rye gt 2 BY WATURE OF SUIT AND ACTION Taktn 
COMDE MMA T ED) 


(L 1OW CASES OMITT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 


1968 
COURT ACTION 
OURIWG OR AFTER TRIAL 
wo | DURING PERCENT 
COURT Brrith | OR AFTER wow REACHING 
WATURE OF SUIT TOTAL | ACTION | TOTAL PRO YMIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL JURY JURY | TATAL 
DIVERSITY OF CITIZEWSHIP 2... cece eee 67,258 | 22,878 | 44,380) 26,073 13,748 | 4,589 | 1,908 | 3,081 6.8 
CONTRACT ACTIONS 
I WSURANC eeeeee 6,871 2,199 ,672 2,731 1,36 555 209 $46 8.1 
WEGOTIABLE IMSTRUMENTS «2... c cee une 1,875 679 | 1,1% 908 224 64 41 23 3.4 
OTHER CONTRACTS 2... c cece eee nnes 24,244 | 6,546 | 15,696 9,930 4,399 | 1,429 784 645 5.9 
REAL BMUY ceccccecccccececccncess 4,030 933 | 3,097 2,707 209 10) 60 41 2.5 
TORT ACTIONS 
MARINE, 606 207 399 16) 180 se 16 42 9.6 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSOWA! INJURY .... 6,987 | 2,958 | 4,629 1,980 1,984 665 103 562 9.5 
OTHER PERSOWAL INJURY 2... cece ues 20,137 | 7,128 | 13,009 6,743 4,798 | 1,468 217 | 1,261 7.3 
0 VOUS cocsccccccccccccccccces 2,442 $11) 1,631 872 $42 217 7 i399 8.9 
ALL OTHER DIVERSITY 2... c cece nnns oe 17 4 41 . 2 ° 2 3.0 
LOCAL JURISDICTION 0... cece cece ween nnne 506 i” 170 12 ll 20 7 13 4.0 
COWTRACT ACTIOMS 20... cece cence ewwnee 74 43 31 25 * ‘ 2 4 8.1 
REAL PROPERTY 2... cece ccc e ee eewnnnns 33 22 11 10 1 - ° ° — 
TORT ACTIONS 
MOTOR VEHICLE, PERSOWAL INJURY .... 70 51 19 13 2 4 1 3 5.7 
OTHER PERSOWAL IWJURY 2... cece eens 193 199 54 40 5 s 3 6 4.7 
OTHER TORTS 0... cece ccc eeeeenenes 13 6 ? 5 1 1 1 e 7.7 
PRISOWER PETITIONS 
HABEAS CORPUS ce eceeeeenns 17 12 5 5 ° © : e : 
AMD OTHER 2... cece eens - - - - - . - - - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 2... cece cece een ewens - - - - - - - - - 
DOMESTIC RELATIONS cece cceweeeee 3 3 ° - ° : . ° ⸗ 
INSANITY see eee eer eeeeeeeeeee err eeeeee > > ad aad bead = = ad - 
ALL OTHER LOCAL ....... TETETETTT TTT 103 60 43 41 2 ° e . ° 


TABLE C 44 U.S. DISTRICT CoumTs 
CIVIL cases —v1 BY DISTRICT AMD ACTION Takin 
COMDEMMATION CASES GHITTED) 


DURING THE Teal vt MONTH PERIGD EMDED AME BO, 1968 


COURT ACTION 
CiRmcull me 
an Cova BEFORE 
OIsTRICT TOTAL | ACTION | TOTAL JPRETRIAL 
TOTAL... copes oe $4,990 | 114,727 
a 3,911 1,74 2,165 1,78 237 193 Led eS 4.9 
ist. 6,091; 2,380) §,711 3,63) 1,410 470 300 a70 $.8 
mE. eee . Des 200 i768 » is 17 3.6 
MA eeeee 3,610 1,634 2,1% 1,910 908 701 fo) 121 $.3 
WH... 102 218 am oe 7 21 7.9 
ee 168 184 108 ww | %4.2 
PR eeeee 2,141 ila 2,029 1,693 aay 91 A Cy 4.3 
amD.. 19,557 | 9,099) 10,488 6,090 3,678 oo X 370 3.5 
UP 2,097; 1,737) 1,160 990 $2 118 oe 62 4.1 
wy ,a ** 1,414 be. 763 437 209 107 43 ee 7.6 
wy,€ 4,667 1,304) 3,083 1,612 1,344 127 o4 63 2.8 
wy,s. %, 4,974) 4,282 2,105 1,660 237 114 120 2.6 
wy, 1,218 174) 1,044 77 204 oY 7 a $.2 
Woccces 169 i th) 9 Mw 9 ” 12.5 
SAD... 21,334 5,328 | 16,006) 11,668 3,257 | 1,081 473 606 $.1 
OE...... 1% see 0) we 47 23 24 4.9 
| —— — s 4,093 2,385 1,372 bh 295 $1 5.9 
Pat 9,024) 1,443) 7,981 5, 1,162 ay 87 352 4.9 
Pa, 1, 77; «1,911 1,330 129 72 4.5 
PA,W.... 3,162; 1,516) 1,046 1,316 224 106 42 64 3.4 
VE wccces 784 497 267 254 9 24 9 15 3.1 
4TH 18,207 | 6,147) 12,060 6,426 2,581 | 1,053 474 579 5.8 
MD...... 3,925 901; 3,024 2,313 505 700 91 115 $5.2 
we,€ 1,623 795 628 21 3.5 
wc mM 9 299 680 $32 121 27 10 17 2.8 
ac 4 1, 008 oa) 565 62 21 41 6.2 
Mieco cccs 3,606 973) 2,633 1,574 614 245 161 6.8 
vat 3,004; 1,278) 1,726 971 170 190 10.0 
va.u 1,639 4 626 174 ” ae $.2 
wv 5 152 $13 444 $2 17 12) 2.46 
wv.S 1,558 3 «(1,195 59 192 a 12 2.8 
STH... 31,463 9,708) 21,755) 15,913 3,972 | 1,870 | 1,018 052 5.9 
La,eE 6,526 1M, 6,390 4,057 1,753 580 374 206 8.9 
LA,m 1, 169 922 628 “5 49 13 16 4.5 
LA,w 3,147| 1,259) 1,688 1,3% 271 221 12% ed] 7.0 
MS ,u 252 abs 769 49 166 104 45 9 8.3 
mS.S 3, 2,204; 1,091 594 Ws 231 90 141 7.0 
Tx," 5,280 433| 4,647 4,626 52 169 8 71 3.2 
TX,E 2,381 707; 1,674 967 533 | 174 a3 91 7.3 
™x,S 5,5 2,556, 2, 1,935 $17 204 101 103 3.7 
TA. 2,979) 1,761) 1,218 1,069 31 138 68 70 4.6 
6TH 26,933| 6,746| 20,187| 13,633| 5,697 | 1,057 | 46 = 633.9 
KY,€ 2,2 $19, 1,715 1,364 2604 85 26 47 3.8 
KY a 1,706 259, 1,447 ae 42 Ae] 4.8 
MI,E.. 7,046 798, 6,248 4,714 1,293 241 58 183 3.4 
MI,H.. 2,024 $21; 1,903 1,316 147 18 22 2.0 
OHM... 5.645; 1,393) 4,252 579 2,524 149 67 62 2.6 
OH,S.. 3,739; 1,519) 2,220 1,658 4 119 61 58 3.2 
THE 1,860 1,310 760 fe 163 $5 106 8.8 
Te." 1,365 470 695 7279 7s 91 60 51 6.7 
THe 1,314 717 597 aa) 63 87 65 22 6.6 
214 P 


TABLE C 4A pS DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY OISTRICT AMD ACTION TAKEN 
COMDEMMATION CASES GHITTED) 


(L 
OURING THE TMELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JAM 30, 1968 


COURT ACTION 

ciacui⸗ 

auh COuaT BEFORE | OR AFTER wow 1 
DISTRICT TOTAL | ACTIOW | TOTAL TRIAL | PRETRIAL | TOTAL | AMY | AMY! TRIAL 

7TH 20,404 | 5,603 |14,801| 11,229 2,907 665 ay 329 3.3 
IL,m. 10,308 | 3,062 | 7,346 $,604 1,216 20 iw 113 2.4 

L.c eee — Oe. oo 31 rn 4.4 

IL,S.. 1,799 335 | 1,424 i, 149 87 s $2 4.9 
Im,m... 2,1% 1,920 1,267 74 9 a % 3.6 
1m,$... 2,243 627 | 1,616 1,142 ois te * 17 2.5 
WI,E.... 1,380 693 687 gee 63 80 41 n 5.8 
MIM... 1,102 647 $24 Bee 7 4 aa $.2 

oTH.. 15,429 | 5,641 | 9,788 7, 1,919 900 oat 476 6.2 
ARE eee 2,119 0 1,182 on vi) 217 141 % 10.2 
ARH. *f 1,047 138 909 1% il 102 ad $3 9.7 
TA,M.... 780 164 616 $21 —X a 6 10 3.3 
1A,8.. 1,312 491 621 $43 221 7 31 %6 4.3 
Wi... . ,201 1,31 008 614 6% 7 3 3.1 
MO,E... 2,743 | 1,290 , 453 1,112 107 a 100 1» 8.5 
MOH... 2,917 1 | 2,236 1,898 226 112 Me 7 3.8 
we... . 1,410 640 770 $5) 126 o 4a 2 6.2 
Tie ccces » 202 197 111 63 23 14 9 $.6 
D. ..... $01 244 1760 24 aS 13 20 6.6 

9TH... 36,494 | 17,510 | 20,984; 16,999 2,002 | 1,583 ase 72s 4.1 
LS 650 oa) 07 bee 17 21 13 8 2.5 
L) oe 3,000 930 | 2,070 1,998 2 43 26 is 1.4 
CAM... 7, 4,600 | 2,725 2,531 61 13 a 50 1.8 
CA,E 2,706 1,338 1,1 149 $2 nu 19 1.9 
Ca,C... ’ $,210 | 7,224 4,912 i, 062 428 ah 6.9 
ca,$ 1,636 1,141 i, $1 29 a2 2.8 
MI..... 1,391 225 506 319 59 41 is 4.2 
ID..... 4 ae 703 472 195 * 14 22 4.8 
WT. oes 262 621 Oe 4 15 20 3.9 
—M— 1,678 331 | 1,347 1,187 110 50 33 17 3.0 
OR...... 1,921; 1,439 082 ot) *8 63 $.1 
wA,E.. . 4 gi4 131 43 he 9 $.1 
WAH... 2,73 917 | 1,821 1,642 93 os a 3.4 
Guan... 25 3 5 5 6.3 
WAIL... oy 15 31 24 5 2 2 - 4.3 

10TH 12,067 | 2,995 | 9,902 6,240 2,995 667 273 24 5.2 
< Fee 2,141 32 | 2,109 1,254 764 91 * “5 4.3 
KS...... 2,164 e469 | 1,315 7 374 114 n 75 5.3 
WH ees 1,592 725 067 611 i174 2*0 $.2 
OK,w 099 226 873 735 oy 23 25 4.4 
OK,€ u 264 474 5 15 0 7.5 
OK 2,638 637 | 2,201 79 1,303 121 5.6 
UT... 6... 79 19 | 1,773 1,605 93 73 “ 29 4.1 
Gc cccee 213 2 144 | 103 45 16 29 8.9 

117.. | 21,450/ 6,717 |24,739/ 12,286 1,280 | 1,229 | 725 606) 6.2 
ALM 3,062| 475 | 2,567) 1,965) = 408) 217 | 04a} 7. 
ALM 1,393 77, 1,316 966 7 253 202 5. 18.2 
AL,S 1,233 | 439 794 520 152 122 81 41 9.9 
FL,m 1,2 325 920 827 43 50 23 27 4.0 
FL,™ 4,653 616 | 4,037 2. 734 122 181 101 80 3.9 
FL,S.... 4,341; 2,082 | 2,259 1,979 112 168 70 3.9 
64.* 3,441) 1,621) 1,520 1,314 180 123 5.4 
Ga,™ 1,057 | 391 5 72 80 22 i) 5.3 
64.5 1,145 491 654 431 121 102 n 65 8.9 
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TABLE C-S. U.S. DISTRICT CounTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROW FILING TO OLSPOSITION GF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, GY DISTRICT AMD METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
: LAND 116s, PRISQHER PETITIONS DEPORTATION REVIENS 
INTERVALS SHON ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AMD FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIQOLE 60 PERCRNT OF THE CASES.) 
OUAING THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED JUME 30, 1968 
TOTAL CASES we COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
OURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 

TIME TMT ERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
16 MOnTHBe 16 MONTHSe 16 MONTHSS 16 MOATHBe 16 pepaTHse 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
clequit cnt momen cent momen 4 car moeen cent mneen cent 
o LESs|ne- | mone LESS |ne- LESS|me- |mone LESS |me- oF neat 
orsTeict CASES Dian] Tas | CASES | THAN IOIAN|THAN | CASES | THAM|OLAM/ THAN | CASES | THAM|OlAN|THAN | CASES Twas 
Teta... Ca ee oe ere ee oe ee ee ee re ee 4 
 __—_ 3,918 2 * RD 1,987 2 66 1,814 2 4 7 ww wn 167 ? so 
ND 1ST... 7,662; 2 0 46) | 2,000) 2 7 92 | 8992) 2 7 08 | 1c] 8 we «— “2) 9 6 
a ME... 20 7 asi i ¢ — ws) 2% ms| eu sol uw Ss 
— 2618; 2 1 & | 1,503) 8 aà “asi 9 8 6 is} 12 8 «(7 
— i705 —ñi15 10) 1 8 i 27); 6 © “ins 8 
— 65; 2 9 «#1 ws) i 3 7?| 26 23) 7? 12 2 wo; 9 13 2 
ee 2,006; 2 6 0 3; 1 4 | tego] n mi) 8 0 8 o| 7? 2 i 
aub 17,068 20H 6,7 2 s 4,907 2 6 6S 3 $91 6 ww 4 063 °° -s Ss 
= 2, 2 wo | ies) 3 1 $6 mi; 2 0° “\10 0 4 14) 10 2 6 
wy. ün 3} 6 at s27| 3 10 23; 3 6 4 205) 13 8 82 102} 15 2 60 
wy ‘. 2 0 | aa77] 1 66 lh | eer] 7——uä7 6b OU? lO im} ik @ 51 
wv. 8.199; 2 68 # 5 nöee 6 oOo 8 mies 2 4 
wv 12; 2 0 » “3/1 46 si1| 2 © ® 3/68 2 8 s| 4 é« 
— 277; 2 0 2 “3/2 9 | 112 2 * | 9 i 2% 
MD... 4,171 i 7 #8 5,01 i ¢ ww 6,908 1 $ —1 3,149 5 +) er: | 1,018 3 is «642 
= $15; 1 0 2 mi} i 8 Ww 1 0 7) 100 20 4 0} 9 2 4 
ep 5.062; 2 8 2 | 1,577' 2 5 1 | aon] 2 6 O88 | moet] el or; 46 2 
Pat 7,982 1 49 1,425 1 $62 4, 1 4 WV 1,198 4n SB 429 o 12 & 
Pa.m 1,257 2 s& 2 qe 1 ; ee > | 1 5s 13 eal + th il? 3 hlUk lw 
Pal aoe} 1 7 | 1] tf DO o27' 2 6867 me} 9 2 4 6) 10 2 43 
ih 6esee 7$1 4 ww 4 473 4 28 5 140 =O 47 * - - - de >, &@ fi 
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TABLE C-S. U.S. DISTRICT CounTs 
Time teens FROM FILING TO —BR oF CIVIL . IIMAMAIID. BY DISTRICT AMD METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
(EXCLUDES: LAND COMDEMMATI ON —2. Lt 10NS, AMD DEPORTATION REVIENS 
ITERVALS SAO ARE FOR THE MEDLAN TINE AMD FOR 1 WE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.) 
QURING THE THELVE MOWTH PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1968 


TOTAL CASES mo COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IW MONTHS 1M RONTHSS 16 HONTHS® 1m MONTHS. 1m HONTHSe 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
ree-| | PER pen-| | PER pen-| | PER~ Pen- pen-| | PeR- 
ciacult momen | Cent) = cent | momen |cent) cent | momen Cet | momen mun en cent 
LESS |me- | nome LESS ime |wome | OF | LESS/ME~ [MORE LESS|me- [mone | OF ne- | MORE 
DISTRICT CASES | Team /Olan| THAW | CASES | THAN |OLam/THAM | CASES | THAN|Dlam|THAM | CASES CASES | Tham| Olan 
a™m. 4,008] 2 7 2 | 6,063) 3 5 a7 | Soe] 2 6 a2 | fee] § 12 a seo] 5 12 32 
— 3072) 1 8 7) 1 6 2 | bese] 2 7 BD m2) 9 w 4 7] 22 
mE... 3} 3 6 19 a me} 29 (9 s7]} 0 21 82 oo; 9 & 2 
— mi} 1 4 0 am) 1 3 2 mi; io4 2 u7; 7 ow @ 17) 10 5 
8* — —A ao; i 4 wo; 2 6 97; § th 20 | 5 6 
= 22 —— 27 «19 so; 1 4 10 | 1,63) 2 6 16 oo2; 6 1 2 aa} 6 12 6 
VALE... 2.282) 1 § wa mi; 1 4 i sa); 1 4 “9; 4 7 ao; s+ 7 
VALM. oa] 2 8 86 67) 2 9 2% so; i$ lb 2); §$ 2 BD eo) 7 6 3 
ee 5) 2 6 48 132) 1 7 ms; 2 6 82 2/15 9 6 we) 3? 4? 
—— 1,371) 2 9 2s Mil 1 9 2 wo; 2 8 2 9) 9 7 & 41] 10 2S 
5TH. . 2%; 2 10 32 | 6,574) 2 11 40 | 12,660) 2 8 28 | 3,986) 7 16 3 | 3,599) 8 2a 48 
ve oe $35} 2 9 2% we] 2 2 8 | 3] 2 7 ae | 16s] 7 1 as; 7 6 » 
LALM. 77; 2 10 3? “7, 2 9 9 a2; 2 8 BO niu me 2| 4 6 iS 
LAM... 207; 32 130 2 | (1,t93) 2 1d 2 | 4am] 2 8 m7] 12 * 203; 12 24 8 
— 73) 2 13 9) 2 10 31 29; 2 9 2 7} 11 2h 8 me; 12 28 42 
— 3.16] 3 20 70 | 2,163) 6 22 78 472} 1 10 24 ms) 12 19 7 197; 10 «19 «$1 
THM... 45) 2 8 25 oo} 2 9 2 | 3,981) 2 7 26 nu) 6 wv wo} 1k 22 41 
TALE... 1,067) 1 10 32 as; 2 7 22 m3) 1 8 & ao; 1 6 6] 2 33 
TH, 8... 4.38) 2 12 3 | 1,989) 2 9 2 | 1082] 2 9 Be a3); 9 nm 194] 12 61 
THM... 2,5) 2 6 & | Lea) 1 6 813) 2 9 BO wie wu & im] 6 6 6 
6TH 22,744; 2 0 @ 5,939 1 6 10,200; 1 8 &% 5.99; 6 Ww 8 976 , 2 8 
Ky, 1,080) 3 7 2 soi] 1 8 23 | 1,066) 2 § 20 %3) 11 23 5 a2; 9 23 % 
KY, 1,901) 2 13 38 ae) 1 6 2 sa) 2 9 a7; 8 i 42 70; 9 2 Th 
—X — 2 8 2 ome; 1 3) 13 | 3,912) 2 7 we] Aes] 8 23/10 19 
Mi. 1,978) 2 11 32 419; 1 6 26 m%| 4 10 30 6) 5 2s a) 6 
a m4) 2 16 | 1,383) 1 8 2 | 2600] 2 7 22 | 2808] 6 5 “7; 7 42 
OHS 218} 2 12 33 | 1,966) 2 7 2 | 1am3) 2 oa? 430) 10 23 48 mi} 7? 7 6 
THE 1.457) 2 9 28 ai} 2 6 22 wo) 1 6 2 77) 7 2 5 wo} 8 2 2 
THM ms) 2 9 2 4) 1 6 22 ai} 1 8 22 3) 9 6% 7) 6 6 RB 
TH 925] 1 13 48 57; 1 10 38 7) 1 es % HN 82 %| 12 8 71 


& C-S. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
Time sevens tome Oe FiLinG 10 2* oF Civ. on Be gre VB BY DISTRICT AMD WETHED OF D1SPOSIT10N 


CLUDES : ja CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PE event aTien REVIENS 
INTERVALS SHGOM ARE cen a tassan Tied amp en Tee “aaee be We 00 PERCENT OF THE CASES. ) 
QUAING THE THELVE lepuTH 34 ENDED pa 
TOTAL CASES mo COURT ACTION COURT ACT LOM 
QUAING GA AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
Time INTERVALS Time 1eTERVaL Ss TIME 1uTERVALS Time INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
16 Be THS© 1m puTNBe 16 MOuTHSS 16 MOUTHS© 16 eT Hse 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
ren. rea ren- ven- Pen- rea pen- ren- 
cieqult momen | Cut Ciut | memen | Cent meen | CENT momen | CONT cEwt 
Of | .essine- |mmme | OF | LESS ine- OF =| LESSime- |nmne | LESS|me- 
o1sTaicT Cases Olam Tuan | Cases | Tham CASES Tuas | CASES Dlam| Tran | CASES | Tham) Olam | Than 
77%... 17,90) 1 8 m2 | S200) 1 = a2 | O00) 2 © 28 | 2,707) © te 48 ols 2 24 
To oe) i « mm | di) i « te | Sui) 1S 8 | 1,1) 6 19 & a) 8 se Ss 
A.e.. 107; 1 00 =m) 1 68 #& mi; 1 68 @ 2; 9 3 42 s\ 1? 2 $0 
i.s... 1,267; 2 13 28 om) 1 § @ | 2 13 3 in| 9 20 n “*| 1 2 4 
1.6... 17) 2 °° m| 2 7? oe; 27 & sa) 6 1? #42 7; 8 2 43 
1.3... 1,620; 2 2) BB om; 3s. 1 ww m7} 1 8 22 a0; 11 5 *|\ il 2 8 
i.e. is) 1 7? & “2; i 6 or; i 6¢ @ aiuwnm 8 | 6 @ 4 
- ali. a3; 1 «6 we} 1 62 (6 mii 3 8 “| 3 6 “| 5s ¢° 
a o™ 12,190) 2 © @& 4.9%) 1 7 a 4s) 2 7? a 1,422; 6 WW @ 7); * w 
aA... 191) 2 8 22 a; 2907 o7| 2 6 & wl sé wf mols wm Mh 
7 mm) 2 ¢ a s| 2 68 2 ™| 2 8 2 7 wm «| 9 12 22 
la.8... 7; 2 #7 2 sy; i 8 — wel 2 oo? 61/6 WW @ 23;13 2 8 
uã 92; 2 © 2 ar; 16 # ws] 2 9 28 21; 9 2 & “0/1 2 7 
— ioe; 1 8 5 m/) i « ss; 2 7 Mh 7; 7? WF & “ali @ © 
ms 227; 2 © | ias2) 2 7 & a0; 2 © 22 eo! ¢ 2 2 197; 7 6 
—X 5 $23; 2 6&8 2 | 100) 2 7 MR 7/10 19 3 «| 10 Ww 8 
— 3 1; 2 °° 2 a; 1 5 107; 11 6 29 42| 10 1 3 
es mol 1 ¢ is) 1 8 wo; 1 § 22 2) 11 2 33 2/1 2 & 
o...... Ffàñ 20; 1 ? ms} 2 6 “| 8 @ 3 3/1 1 n 
97 33,000 2 #7? #2 | 6,908| 2 § 9 | 12,60) 2 7 2 | 2,7) 7 te Be 1,902} 12 2348 
I csi m1; 2 #12 41 aus) 2 wh fe no} 2 1 4 vv! 0 1 & 20| 6 2 7 
—— a 1 $$ & ao; 1 38 17 | 1,000 2 8 m| i 2 48 viw 6 4 
CA... 6.572} 2 § 1 | 4,37) 2 § 6 | 2.000) 2 7 2 eo! w n imzm|} il 2 4 
Ca.€.. 1,6%| 2 1) 3 | 1.000) 2 & &% 2 uu 2 i | 10 20) 4k nium Mm Sf 
Ca.C.. 11.5; 2 § 22 | Some) 2 © 23 | 4006) 2 8S 06 | fee) 3 ao) il 23 (48 
ca.$.. 7a; 2 9 ® os} 1 5 ® “7; 4 12 ã “9 22 iil @ 4 
ai 1.3! 3 WwW & a70| 3 20 4 2%; 3 0 48 9; 9 18 9/11 24 63 
et so; 2 16 22 o; 1 3 7; 2 10 22 se) 6 19 42 ») 10 7 OSS 
— —— “i 2 68 2s 20; 2 #7? 2 os uw @ %| 10 21 46 
“...... 1,28; 2 9 2 mi) i 6 2 an) 2 9 2 1/1) 2 Sl 4} 1? me 48 
et . 2 7? Wi! imal. 6 16) 4 © 2% J 2 & 2 9/7? 6 2% 
mt... 3 @ 27; 2 #9 200 2 9 2 1200/ &@ 13 30 41; 8 22 4 
“cn... 2327; 2 8 2 wo; 1 7? #22 | 1,39| 2 8&8 2% %) 10 19 30 92/ 11 » 
Guan... 72; 2 #¢ 2 23; 1 #8 5— a; 4 6 $s} 6 2s « 144 
Wi... _ | 3 © & s} 1 4 3 mi} 1 ww @ sj - - = 2] - - 


TABLE C-$. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME — FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY DISTRICT AMD METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
(EXCLUDES: LAND CONDEMNATION, PRISONER PETITIONS, AMD DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHGhN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TINE AMD FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.) 
QURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGO ENDED AME 30, 1988 


TOTAL CASES WO COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
OURING GA AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
Im MONTHSe Th MONTHS 1m MONTHSe IM MONTHSe Im MONTHSe 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PEn- PER- PER- 
Cimquit meen | CENT CENT | MOBER | CENT CEMT | MUMBER | CENT CENT | MBER | CENT CENT | MUMBER | CENT Cent 
ot oF LESS) ME- | MORE oF LESS |ME- | MORE oF LESS| ME- | WORE LESS|Mé- [MORE oF LESS |mEe- | MORE 
DISTRICT CASES Ol AN) Than CASES | THAM|ODIAN| THAN | CASE Olan CASES | THAM| Olam) Tham | CASES | THAN|O1 An) Than 
N 
o 10TH. . 11,363 2 %* @ 2,703 1 6 ® 5,005 i 7 @ 2,964 ‘nm wn 681 ss wns 
CB...... 1,912 1 8 D A) 1 2 § 1,031 1 4 mo; ¢ 9 ni na WwW 
MS...... 1,672 2 10 800 2 68 & 604 i § & Oo; 1h = 062088 ws; 13 42 
Me... 1,341 2 2 9 637 1 7 4 454 2 9° 8 108 7 we H a ¢‘ wv BB 
xn 1,010 2 686 @ 220 1 7 063) 2 68 i 69 8 2 hn 8 7 w 41 
e 610 > oe 244 1 6 219 128 93 7? * ww 54 shh 
ms 2,919 i 8 ®# 554 1 4 $07 i 22 1,299 5 wt 2B 159 sue 2 
a i, 2 HM 2 19 1 6 & 1,458 3 2 DB 3; wow Ww BB “; 46 2 «@ 
Ln 2 7 ww 199 2 $s 414 us; 2 6 102 5 9 # s ‘ * 
11TH le, 340 2 7 @& 5,794 1 ¢ 2 8,292 i; 6 a 1,123 $ wD 1,131 5s wu OH 
ALM... 2,355 1 ¢@ W 379 1 § 1,369 1 §$ we 5 wo 2 206 s$ lh & 
ALM... 862 U 72 i 1 $26 1 4 uv ” $s ¢* WV 168 3 6 
aS... 915 2 8 & 343 2 ¢ a 351 i §$ WV 148 ‘wn 73 s 2 #8 
PLM... veo 1 § ® 289 i ¢ & 572 z ¢ WV 5] , wb 8 7; 122 2% 
PLM... 3,384 1 6¢ @® 582 1 4 wv 2,915 1 ¢ @ 117 ss wv & 170; 12 #21 «(43 
FL,S... 3, > 2. 1,668 1 6 2 1,56 1 6 2 lll 5 «wh 163 5 wée 
Gat... 2,667 2 9° @&8 1,673 2 86 @ 2 8 ® 24 + wb 2 169 °° 02 & 
GA.M... ? 2 un 308 1 8 B&B 31 2 Ww 69 > uw HT > wo 7 
Ga,$... 919 2 8 ® 429 2 7 @ 261 2 6¢ w 119 ¢$ ww W 40 7 wa 


© TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 
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TABLE CBA. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
Vibe — s— FiLiuG Te bw madi *8 CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AMD METHED OF DISPOSITION 


EXCLUDES : Compania 1 
rs Se ane THM AMD FOR THE RANGE 


Teta, CASES e COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
OURING GA AFTER 
OEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
Time INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS Time INTERVALS 
18 MoUTHBe 1m MBUTHS 16 MONTHSe [ON T bee 1 MBuTNSe 
10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 
Pen- PER- Pea- Pen- PEn- pta⸗ ver PER. 
momen | Cont Cent Cent Cewt | momen Cent | momen cent céuT cen! 
Of | LESSicn- | rene LESS |me- | mame OF |LESSime- jepae OF |LESSime- |nmae OF |LESSime- | moat 
Teas | CASES | THAN/DIAN) THam | CASES | THAN/DIAN|TMAN | CASES | THAN/DIAN/ Team | CASES | THan/DI an 
200,704; 2 =& @ | 71,873) 1 ¢ m | 67,972); 1 7? @ 30,908 | 6 6 BS | 0,601); 7 1 & 
63,116] 1 S$ 22 27,003 | | 4 w ve oe 2 3,001; §$ — 1,900; 7 1 «4 
1,409; 2 © @ o02; 1 $s wW oe; 2 6 a i939; 7 ww & «| 9° 2 
19,628; 1 > 14,269) 1 2 i $42); 1 38 * 7%); 2 °° @ ww}; oi1h 2 
3,077; 1 ¢ @ oe) 1 4 wb 1,663; 1 #€© 2 a7; é¢« wv Hh ll; 9 ww 43 
$902; 2 $$ W 2,007, 2 &© 4,0; 2 5 3; ¢ 6 Be 72) § 0 
° — is; 3 ww Ww »| 2 wm SS “\'3 | © 2 4 wiws wn 
8 5 .... m1) 3 0 54 ma 2 8 © i? — in| 7 i @ oa; 2 ww Hn 
. ‘wees | ml PRR] RMP RR] BPR] eR) Re RS 
act statues ** eee eeee . 
—i— — a 1 ww 2 $| - ~ - 23/1 0 2 aj - - - — 2. © 
CIVIL Ql@ers 
— ⸗ oes a ee) a M3; 2 * 2 6™| 2 686 2% 206; 7 wb ® 164; 10 21 O58 
ey . aes ..... — = i : = 2%) 1 7 » sae 1 6¢ @ % 7 we © wi it 
ase Oeeeeerscccececes 1 - — — — — — — — — — - — — 
orga 1TURE AMD PémALTY SUITS. 3,90; 2 6 @2 1,0%;/ 2 © 1.9%; 2 $ 22 2322; 5$ 13 @ im; ¢ 13 2 
FAIR LABGR STANDARDS ACT .......... 60s; 2 8s 2 Pee | s 2 25; 1 6 14}; ¢ & &@ 22; $ 2 4 
GYWER LAGGR LITIGATION .......... on $42 1 ¢ — 1%!) 1 ¢ 2 m3; 1 6¢ & “| 3} ww hh ry ne i 4 
SELACTIVE SERVICE act? eeeereeeeeeeee 2 - = = ad - = = 1 oa 7 — — 2 ⸗ ⸗ 1 _ ⸗ - 
SOCIAL SECURITY Luss 
WEALTH INSURANCE ............. on 229; 3 2 ® s + 2 2 7?) 3 12 2 ?| - - - -| -« *- - 
63 i 21 9 - - — $1 1 1 il 3 - - - - - - - 
OISABILITY IMSURANCE ............ 10,673; 3 > 2 2,029; 2 ? 22 6,272; 3 @ 2 34; S$ 1h *) S$ 10 x 
SUPPLEMENTAL SEQMITY 1 | 3 > = 633) 3 8 & 2,.000| 3} © 2% a2; 5 12 23 S| - - - 
OCT 1RENENT —* —* OENEF ITS. m3) 4+ 1 @2 “eo 3: °°? @® 74) ¢ #%1L 22 “i 4+ we 5 “| 2° - - 
SCOh ee ooeeeeecesecrsecserseoes 24 9 1? a? — - — - 21 * — 41 2 - - — 1 — - - 
RA ee 2.67%; 2 60 ® ws; 1 > = 1,2) 1 #7? @ —u ee “| 6 2 « 
ALL * Ss) 4,903) 1 7 ® 1,410; 1 $s & 2.491; 1 6 2% $3| 1 2 ® 17; 2 8 % 
FEDERAL GUESTIGW 2.2.2... ccc ccc cee eens 
> = 69,091, 2 9 32 | 21,668 } 7 2 | 29,023; 1 7 2 13,658| 6 17 © 4,702) 7 20 —— 
Ot f ————————— 303) 242 1,543) 2 7 @ 1,269; 1 © 2% sas; 61 MM 128; 68 22 43 
TT nite: saeeeteaehaeea ties 707; 2 7 Me 2 6 & 25; 2 6 eo; 5s lh @ 3; $$ lh & 
X 2,913) 1 s 2s 1,001; 1 6 2 1,321; 1 7? 2 a4) 5 ww 21 47; 6 WV BB 
MEAL PROPERTY 2... ccc ccc ceee 73; 1 $ 2 193; 1 $s 2 “3; 1 4«¢ 73; +4 13 2 a) 6 wf 
4. - 


\y 
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TABLE CSA. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO OLSPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY MATURE OF SUIT AMO METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
(EXCLUDES: LANO COMDEMMATION, PRISOWER PETITIONS, AMD DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHQsN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TINE AND FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT GF THE CASES.) 
QURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1 


) TOTAL CASES 0 COURT ACTION COURT ACTION 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
Im MONTHS® IN MONTHSe Im MONTHSe TM MONTHS 1h HONTHSe 
Se 
— : —— — 
TORT aCTlOMs 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY ACT .......... 404 44 9 751 297 723; 2 WwW @ 903 7 33 a7; 9 w B® 
MARINE, PERSONAL IMAMY .......... 3,195 4 wu H 719; 3 Hh 1,0; 3 0 2 1,195; 8 WH 27 | 9 M 
—— —** i, 2 hh «# ams) 2 100 2 “os (i 35 | ¢ WwW RHR im; 6 ) 8 
WED vcccccccccccccccce coos 1,213 2 © 20 wuz 2 6 @ 3; 1 7 @ 2»; 6 WU —— o;7 ww «4 
ACTIONS UNDER STATUTES 
UL eee veees 691 3 bw Hh 237 2 uw & 02; 3 0 43 191 7 & 60 1; > SS 67 
CIVEL RlenTs 
GPLOVMENT ........... —XRXX 7,710 >; wh 2,013 2 0 B® 2,762; 2 0 2 1,006 7 w@ ® 1,009; 9 22 4 
GTWER CIVIL RIGHTS ..........005. 10, 062 iu & 2,375 1 % B® 4,520; 1 7 @® 1,99; 6 WB 42 1,222; ¢@ WW 47 
N FAIR LAGER STAMDARDS ACT .......... 065 _ @ 227 2 6a a7; 2 1 28 Ce ee 21 $2; 8 w& Hh 
N LABGR MANAGEMENT RELATIONS ACT .... 3,018 2 7 7 97 1 6¢ 2 1,662; 1 7 2 470; 4 — 0; $$ 2 & 
_ OTMER LasGR — . — 7,771 2 7 & 2. 1 5 3,912; 2 6@ 10%; $$ Ww & tS eee 40 
COPYRIGT .... cece eeeenes — 2,212 2 6A 927 2 5 w& o27; 2 SS it 73; 4+ w 20 so; ¢ ww h 
PATENT ....... —X — — —R 1. 122 3 & 347 2 9 2 840 a 8 8 227 7 ww 0 108; 11 Bb) 
ee 2,464 1 6 @ 910 1 5 1,004; 21 $$ 331 §$ 3 Hn eo 7 8 © 
COMSTITUTIOMALITY OF STATE STATUTES . 261 i 7? ® as 1 § @ is; 1 5S & 2; 4+ 6 8S 7} = © - 
Ai, GTWER FEDERAL QUESTION .......... 17,269 1 6 B 5,162 i «¢ & 1%) 1 6 ® 308; ¢ 2 21 ms) 3 2 582 
CIVERSITY OF CITIZENSHIP ..... —E 67.238 2 10 a7s; 2 9% 32 | %,073| 3 7 2% 13,748; 6 6 % 4,559; 7 1 «0 
CONTRACT ACTIONS * 
2*2*2*2*66* 6,871 2 9° @7 2,199; 2 7 2 2,71; 2 %& 23 1ms)6s$ 3 6B os; 7 6 8 
WEGBTIAQLE IMSTMUMENTS ............ 1,8 2 7 & 79) 2 6 23 se; 2 85 & 226; 6 13 21 * ¢ WV BD 
.. eer eeeeeeerenes 24,244 2 68 @ 8.54%, 2 6 23 9,930; 1 #6 2 4,339) ¢6 & BS 1,429) 7 9 41 
REAL PROPERTY 00. c wee weeeees 4,030 . = = 933 i «¢ 2,707 1 7 uu 5 wh 101; 8 21 47 
TORT aCTIONS 
Ime, BMY on nc — ae 3 wn 207 3 & 2% 161 Fa 9 2% 180 ° ww 41 $8; 10 22 &% 
MOTOR VEMICLE, PERSO INJURY 6,987 3 wo 2 2,358 - = oo 1,980; 2 7 a 1,94; 6 13 2 os) 7 wb Nn 
UT) ee 14, 150 3 wn 3,90 2 lL RB 4,069; 1 9 2 4,102 7 be & 1,49; 8 6 & 
| See teeeees 2,442 2 iB $11 an 672; 1 7 20 S2; ¢ WV & 217; &@ 2 «0 
ALL GTWER DIVERSITY .........0000eee, 6,053 42 # 3,155; 13 % 7 2,115 1 we © 702; 11 2 &% si; 6% © 87 
LOCA. AMMISDICTION ... 2... ccc cece cees oe 4 4 2 7? — 
ú——m +S tH it Ht AH} tH — = —V— 
REAL ,,——— 33 * 9 & 22 * 8 22 10; 1 > i - _ 7+ *+ ¢ * 
TIM? aCT OMS 
MOTOR VEWICLE, PERSONAL IMJURY . 65 s ww 4 “9 4 hf & 2; 1 hw 4 2 - - - —_ +¢ & & 
THER PERSONAL IMMUMY ............. 180 6 20 4 130 2wWP, eT] > Hn 42 ry a * « Bi - -« a 
BOM EE ccccccccccccccccccccees 2 7 2% 53 17 7 6 a e - - 2 ~ « « ‘ - - - 
——— MELATIOMS 2.0.6. cece ..... 3 - - - 3 - - - - - - - - ° = - ⸗ ° — 
— - - - - - - - - - - - - 2 e . e a e * ° 
L OTHER LOCAL 2... w cece eee eeee 103 1 il 43 60 1 0 92 41 1 24 43 2 } - - - « ° ¢ e 
= — SBS 6 6 6Ue LE : J 1s = 


2% 


TABLE C58. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO OISPOSITION OF CIVIL CASES TERMINATED, BY NATURE OF SUIT AMD METHOD OF DISPOSITION 
(FOR QWLY: LAMD COMDEMMATION, PRISOWER PETITIONS, AMO DEPORTATION REVIEWS 
INTERVALS SHOWN ARE FOR THE MEDIAN TIME AMD FOR THE RANGE OF THE MIDDLE 80 PERCENT OF THE CASES.) 
OURING THE TWELVE Wentn PERIOD ENOED AME 30, 1986 


TOTAL CASES wo COURT acto COURT ACTION * 
DURING OR AFTER 
BEFORE PRETRIAL PRETRIAL TRIAL 
TIME INTERVALS TINE INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS TIWE INTERVALS TIME INTERVALS 
IN MONTHS® IN MONTHS® IW MONTHS® IW MONTHSe WONTHS® 
10 10 10 10 
PER- PeR- PER- 
CEMT CENT | mumen | CENT CENT 
LESS] me- |mome| OF | LESS|WE- | MORE 
— aarume @F surT Diam THaw| CASES | Toaw|O1am| THas 
et — 


DEPORTATION ©. 2... ccc cece cc enenuee — ~ ~ i e * e 
PRISGMER PETITIONS 
WOTIOMS TO VACATE SENTENCE....... 1 a 2 w 1 6 2 
MAMDAMUS AMD GIMER............... * 12 2 . 2 2 
— — ia «2 “6 2* 
I an................... —4 m0 87 19 4 
LAMD COMDEMMATION ©... 0... cc cece ew cnne t = . = 
n UMDER STATUTES 
— PETITIONS 
AS CORPUS... 2... eee cc ce ceee s ww 41 106 2 ivf 
AMD OTMER.... 0... cece e ⁊ rt a * 
civtui alan 0:0.0.0.0.0.0000000000.0000 6 2 42 873 7 9 «7 
0: M oF Sosa —— - o ° 1 e * 
— — e —— a : x 
LOCAL BMMISDICTION 2.2... c ccc cc ew eenens - « . « e 
LaWD COMDEMMATION 2.0... . cece ccnenes = = = — = = 
PRISQMER PETITIONS 
PAROLE COPOUISSIGN AEVIEW........... « o « e e a e 
MABEAS CBPUS. .. 2... ccc cece ce nenee . « e a e e e 
nes sssenentnnns ._ - & . - 2 oe 


— — 


@ TIME INTERVAL COMPUTED ONLY WHERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE CASES 
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TABLE C 6. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL CASES —- 2 Ae AMD LENGTH OF TINE PENDING 


AmE 30, 1988 
LENGTW OF TINE PENDING 
CimculT TOTAL 2 YEARS AMD OVER 
LESS Than | 1702/2783 

DISTRICT 1 YeaR | YeaRs | YEARS manen | PERCENTe 
TOTAL... | 204,262; 246,169 | $3,257 | 23,309 21,487 8.8 
OC...... 4,062 2,181 a0 763 ™ 7.3 
1ST. 11,262 5,106 | 2,293 1,275| 2,668 22.3 
= oa3 106 a 17 2.7 
— 7,101 2.398 | 1,482 ei) 2,982 23.7 
m@..... hd ss 193 103 1% 10.9 
—— ⸗ eB 302 122 $2 wv 1.7 

Pa... * 2,267 1,0 420 2146 ise ° 
mm... | 26,900) 123,219 | 7,086 | 3,168) 3,160 11.9 
= 3,621 1,600 | 1,000 ve) 72 0s 28.5 
wy... 141 i, 813 209 a 72 
Wy.E.. 5,406 2,941 | 1,417 996 0 8.3 
ay.S. 11,286 5.072 | 2.999! 1,446 roe 8.6 
ay... 503 1,148 76 282 367 9 
— 81 71 7 2.3 
mo. 20,995\ 13,686 | 4,136 1,762| 1,022 $.0 
819 063 191 6s 106 12.2 
w 5,905 3,572 | 1,391 578 “07 6.8 
Pa.e 7,726 5.906 | 1,257 we 165 2.1 
Palm 1, 456 1.116 195 113 » 2.3 
Pal 3,208 i. 62 we 220 6.9 
—“ 1.403 420 249 % 6.8 

| 

aT™ 16,901; 11,207 | 3,095) 1,006) 1,408 8.3 
@...... 3,77 2,163 738 ca se — 
—* 1,148 ase 192 | se 11 1.0 
ar 817 632 12 | 17 | ? 9 
.m 695 6223 211 x7 1s 1.6 
2* 2.113 479 116 30 1.8 
va.E 2,980 1.825 1 139 i 18.8 
van 1,995 1,3 0 133 69 4.§ 
we 377 1$1 118 1602.2 
ws...) 1,708 1,266 2 8? a 5 
| 36,914) 20,008 | 4,793 | 4,166) 3,967 10.7 
La.f....| 6,679 2.092, 8! 209 110 2.4 
Lam...) 1,969 61° | 411 169 150 te 
LAM... 3,830 2.465 289 7? 2.0 
MS .8... 1,332 718 | 339 183 6.9 
mS.S... 4,071. 1,669 = 622 1,0% 26.9 
TK,m. ** 4,837 3, 056 1,028 $26 4.9 
T™.E... $.6as 2.275 | 1,665 977 768 13.5 
TK.S....| 8.1%! 3,990 | 2,027 935 1,266 18.2 
Th... 2.715. 1.7% 562 2% 191 7.0 
6T™ 27,099 18,062 | 4,960 | 2,166 1,931 7.1 
KY.E....| 1,989 1,300) 406 191 4 4.7 
KyY.m.... |) 1,982! 1,020 *40 251 250 12.6 
Mi.E....| §,229 3.937 710 19 253 4.9 
MIM...) 2.28% 1,287 5% 152 79 3.7 
oN....| 7.130 5,037 944 6i8 531 7.4 
OM.S....| 3,602 2. ise a 292 332 9.1 
THE... | 1,962 1,337 420 156 a9 2.5 
Tem...) 1,460; 1,108 226 % 50 3.4 
Tem. . a 1,662, * 211 293 17.6 


TABLE C 6. U.S. DISTRICT Counts 
CIVIL CASES PEMDING, BY DISTRICT AMD LENGTH OF TIME PEMDINS 
as OF » 1988 
LEmSTW OF TINE PENDING 

CIMculT TOTAL 3 VEARS AMD OVER 

vy jLEss Tan > 1782) 2783 
DISTRICT 1 Vea (ASBER | PERCENTS 

7TH... | 17,186 10,270 | 3,862 1,722 | 1,202 7.8 
IL,M.... 7,631 4,706 1,968 672 7 9.0 
Pidinooe 1. bee 337 11s 44 4.7 
IL,$.... 1,606 RR 8a 198 61 4.9 
In,a. ewe 162 1,217 901 we 16 7.6 
1m,$.... 2,681 1,323 on bed 287 10.8 

vB... 1,7 ete 108 ” sv 4.4 

Mt... ane 9 g 2 i . 

8™... | 16,975] 10,903 | 3,606 | 1,667] Sm a: 
aA,E.... 2,6 1,61) ma 88 aa 9 
AA... ona oF 76 a t “i 
1A, m... 743 oe 193 % a 3.8 
1A,$.... 2, 1,748 soa 193 vr 3.3 
ee ere 2,071 1,380 ee? 17% a) 4.3 
mB,E.... 2,0% 1,981 bee 219 1 3.9 
0,4... 2,770 1,670 Sad 428 163 3.7 
ue eee 1 ee i,d@s 1 187 33 2.0 
@..... 67 21 133 $e 2» 6.2 
®... * 431 311 92 26 2 e 

9TH... | 37,003 21,279 | 6,366 3,407 | 4,013 10.8 
A—— — so | 233 10/123. 
Al. ...s. 893 1,968 he 235 164 8.7 
— 5,417 3,19 | 1,280 506 473 8.7 
CA,E.... $82 1,982 5 194 270 10.5 
CA,C.... 9,639 6,033 | 2,383 88s 5 $.4 
CA,S.... 2,616 1,368 ses ™ mee 13.9 
MI..... . 2,009 972 510 280 247 2.9 
ID...... 80F, 067 203 60 sO 6.3 
WT... 1,953 761 415 189 ibe 6 
ee 1,862 1,072 412 219 179 9.5 
OR...... 1,940 1,398 64 108 12 ° 
mE. 1,079 $21 296 195 109 10.1 
WAH. 2,063 1,416 622 J 87 4.2 
Qua ao ” 14 4 427 92.5 
wu... ae a 7? 3 a 6.5 

10TH... | 11,485 7,379 | 2,498 0 420 5.4 
W...... 1. *0 1,294 352 209 141 7.1 
KS...... 2,325 1,378 592 203 1§2 6.5 
W..... 1,800 004 472 lob 74 4.1 
OK, 1,209 626 291 73 e $.0 
OK,E... 379 328 * 9 » 1.6 
Km... 1,727 1,206 293 33 47 2.7 
UT....0. 1,681 916 420 203 132 7.9 
WY... . im 209 69 13 ? 2.3 

117.. | 18,586 12,007 3,788 1,430 561 3.0 
AL, 1,949 1,560 278 82 29 1.5 
ALM. 1,022 616 159 20 19 1.9 
AL,S. 1,237 920 283 9 0 3.0 
FL,m 044 V 221 93 & 3.4 
FL,M 3,911 2,576 781 392 162 4.1 
FL,S. 3,658 2,568 718 219 153 4.2 
64.* 3,372 2,16 82 298 as 2.6 
GA,M.... 1,279 723 357 166 wv 2.6 
GA,S.... 1,010 814 139 + 1 1 
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© PERCENT NOT COMPUTED IO0EN THERE ARE LESS Tham 10 CASES 


i 


TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, SY DISTRICT 


CURING TME TWELVE MONT PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, ‘988 
(GTMER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 


S22 


cracult LaMD CONDEMNATION OTWER CIVIL CRIMINAL 
DISTRICT | TOTAL | TOTAL oe Juay TOTAL won JuaY TOTAL wow JUaY 
JURY JURY JURY 
TOTAL... | 19,901 “9 2 20 12,487 | 7,099 5,428 7,968 | 3,215 4,150 
$03 - J - 320 ans 91 173 ag be 
1ST... 760 - - - $17 241 276 243 81 162 
ME...... 55 - - - 20 16 31 12 19 
MA... os. 2* 269 115 154 7 26 $1 
..... ad = = & eb 23 23 23 1s & 
Th ceses 129 - - - ” 41 09 n 15 24 
— 167 - - - 92 34 7$ 60 
2m. 1,739 i 1 - 1,118 608 907 623 284 339 
252 - - - 177 106 71 7s vy 29 
WY... 142 - - - 110 rv 64 2 16 16 
wy ,€. 483 - - J in 136 103 206 120 124 
ay, eee 669 aa = at 4% 275 219 178 46 129 
mM. 109 J J 5 ” 16 rv 33 31 
Wiccce “ i i - x” i6 2 3 23 10 
3aD. 1,694 $ | + 1 1,186 950 66 503 219 206 
DE...... 102 - | - - “ 2 20 % 360 20 
322 - |} ~ . 223 121 102 +. r 60 
PA.E.... | 709 1 | J 1 573 240 333 135 rr 79 
PA.M.... 207 & | ry ~ 161 7s rv 42 rT) 23 
Pa.m.... | 237 - | - — 141 78 63 57 * 
—IRR MP -| - - 42 10 2 7S 12 63 


TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AMD CRIMIMAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 


CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 
(GTWER CIVIL INCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 


CIRCUIT LAND CCMDEMMATI ON GTWER CIVIL CRIMIMAL 
OISTRICT | TOTAL TOTAL WOn- JURY TOTAL ead ARY TOTAL won- JURY 
JURY wT JURY 
4TH... 1,619 9 5 1,150 620 530 600 316 Baa 
MD...... 1 1 = 197 97 100 ” 39 59 
We,€.... 136 e - - 71 47 a4 83 21 42 
wc ,M. ee 101 ad > al $2 27 15 59 22 37 
we ,M.... 178 2 1 1 119 73 57 17 20 
SC...... 244 3 3 - 218 83 135 23 8 1s 
va,€. eee > > at 327 203 124 243 199 69 
VA, eee 131 i > 1 90 $1 60 15 2s 
WV. eee es > & > 20 18 10 RB 14 22 
wWv,S... ” a ad 2 $8 21 37 M 21 15 
STH... 2,784 1 - 1 1,629 1,112 717 954 46) of? 
8 LA,E.... | 463 - - ms 211 185 67 23 ow 
5 LA.M. eee $8 & > > 43 30 13 1g 10 
LA,K.... 225 ° ° * 198 121 77 27 10 17 
MSM. eer 118 1 > 1 48 21 § 16 
MS,S.... 198 - ° * 158 4 fe 40 17 23 
TX,m. eer 435 > > a 281 212 69 1§4 63 71 
TX,E.... 210 - * * 182 78 104 28 7 21 
TK,S.... 620 - * 275 189 as 45 1$1 194 
TX, eee 457 > - 139 1 257 161 
KY, eg. eee 130 > > > 78 43 22 55 14% 41 
Monee - - - 42 43 73 Fe] Be 
MI,E.. 413 * * 318 119 199 95 28 67 
MI,n.. 78 1 | * ss ss 20 22 © 16 
WM... 198 2 1 i 191 65 a 45 15 » 
OH,S... 179 1 - 1 121 64 57 57 19 Mu 
Ta,€... 143 * * . 111 56 53 32 a 29 
TM,M.... 123 i 1 e 101 50 51 21 3 18 
THM... 175 - - - 100 82 18 7s 30 5 


WOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS COMDUCTED BY DISTRICT AMD APPELLATE JUDGES OWLY. 
ALL TRIALS COWDUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 

INCLUDES HEARINGS ON TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AND PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS ON 
CONTESTED MOTIOWS AMD OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IN WHICH EVIDENCE IS INTRODUCED. 
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TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY DISTRICT 


OURING THE TWELVE MOWTW PERIOD EMDED AME BO, 1988 
(OTHER CIVIL IWCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 


Lee 


CiRcult LAND COMDEMNATI OM OTWER CIVIL CRIMIMAL 

DISTRICT | TOTAL TOTAL won Jay TOTAL On aay TOTAL "On SRY 
JURY Juay 

7TH... | 1,289 i - 1 195 +. 328 437 192 a6 
to ee 54 ° ° ° iu 210 126 198 92 106 
Bhebecce 101 4 a 67? n —2 24 u 11 
IL,$. eee 106 ad a 74 24 Be ie 1 
ee ise ° ° ° 71 50 21 ” 42 » 
WS... 141 ° ° - 101 $1 20 60 23 i7 
WI,E.. 117 : ° ° 84 “5 n 3) 4 29 
WIM. iy) i - | 62 4 a) 21 ° 21 
OTH... | 1,483 * 3 969 $5 we 6 172 266 
AR,E.... 173 - ° * in 5 oe » 10 24 
AR... 122 i i * 7 8 51 24 13 il 
1A,M. os 59 - ° ⸗ n 22 i} a» 12 14 
1,8. eee 93 * * * 34 0 1s Kw 20 15 
seeeee 182 2 1 1 92 $0 42 34 $2 
MO,E.. 261 2 i i 207 112 * 72 1 se 
MO,H... 1 ° © ° 129 A) i) 6 23 43 
ere 172 i ° i LBs RT ue 7 is 19 
seeee 42 aa » a 20 13 7 22 14 a 
SO...... 164 - - ° 80 5 25 a4 0 ae 
9TH... | 2,549 14 8 ‘ 1,183 790 393 1,382 695 657 
U.S | . 2 ° 21 14 ? 2 27 
\ eee 333 | . 5 1 a * 18 243 141 102 
CA,M.. 218 2 ° 2 129 77 $2 87 2% 61 
8.... 65s 1 ° 1 204 243 141 270 119 igi 
CA,S. ** 312 saad 7 a Ty) ae 22 2240 174 72 
Terr 103 ° . ⸗ 34 41 13 “0 1s MM 
PB...... oe : ⸗ 24 il 13 20 5 is 
2*2* 62 - | - - 33 21 12 29 3 26 
Bc cccee 117 - - : 63 50 13 54 9 45 
OR.... | 223 oe — * 104 60 44 119 91 2 
ofaeee | 120 3 2 1 $1 42 , Se * 17 
WAM... 172 1 | e 104 % 28 . ; 32 
GUAM... 11 : - ⸗ 7 7 J 1 3 
WHI... 2 - - - a 1 - i - 1 


TABLE C7. U.S. DISTRICT CoumTs 
CIVIL AMD CRIMIMAL TRIALS COMPLETED, 6Y DISTRICT 


OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1968 
(OTHER CIVIL IWCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 


clacull CAMO COMDEMMAT 1 OW OTWER CIVIL CRIMI MAL 
DISTRICT | TOTAL TOTAL s08- JURY TOTAL 6On Amv rera al AY 
AMY Amy aay 

10TH... | 1,210 5 3 2 767 MA oe om ays 205 
co. : 233 3 2 i 90 ” % ’ 240 
| ee 201 ° ° : 192 8” Lad ” 25 24 
Wen — . 222 i i ° 93 60 3) 126 71 s7 
—AA 100 ⸗ ⸗ 8 * ” a2 27 if 
omx,e 104 ° ad ° oe ae _ = 20 is 
KM. 180 . ° ° 16 3” 9 “ is 27 
UT ceva 105 ° ° ° os 4) a] n i) 20 
WV cece 7 i ° i oe ie wo . 4 4 

11TH. 2,960 2 2 ° 1,509 691 18 1,009 310 1» 
AL Mewes 310 a 2 ° 260 1$3 107 * 12 20 
AL Me 1s ° ° ° 113 61 $2 422 il 
ALS... 1 ° ° - 92 $2 “ » 5 2 
FL,&. ser 212 aad ad - 72 47 ss 140 oe 7 
FL,M. eer 326 = » ad 193 126 67 133 26 108 
FL,S.. 79 - - - 318 237 6 A 417 fe 
GA,m.. bet ⸗ 252 122 ile “2 7 
GAM. . 115 = * 93 $e v7 22 12 10 

8.. 184 ⸗ ° ° ile n ” n 10 22 


WOTE: TMCLUDES TRIALS COMDUCTED ay DISTRICT JUDGE 
ALL TRIALS CowbucT ED ty macisTRATES ARE Excupes’” men 7 o. 

MPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AWD PRELIM NJUNCT WEAR 
CONTESTED MOTIONS AMD OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IW WHICH cvioeuce 1s TeTReOUCeS — 


AY 


C8. U.S. DISTRICT Commis 


Taare 
LEWGTH OF Cove ome CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY MATURE OF SUIT OR OFFENSE 


THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME BO, 
(1WCLUDES TRIALS OF WI SCELLAME GUS cases) 


] wOnJuRY TRIALS ‘AMY TRIALS 
at : . 
‘ 10 20 20 
TOTAL Te To | Oavs Qavs 
WATURE OF SUIT OF OFFENSE valals To! os vs | Gays eave evs oven over 
y 
aL AL Oa 
TOTAL ALL — 19,901 [10,303 (6,964 1,700 — 92 33 (9,996 1,277 2,006 1,901 3,306 S08 i711 
_ — — 
TOTAL ALL CIVIL TAIALS..... 12,93) 7,088 4,260 1.370 666 699 ry) 32 15,408 | 798 1,260 1,067 1.964 266 s 
COMTMACT ACTIOWS, TOTAL..../| 2,798] 1,714 | 1,007 oe 1a? ies 21 6 {1,021 in *⸗ 187 eS 02 is 
— —425c — 
a 60s) ee 7 23 a i i "YD o is ” ii il i 
—— — 60 ro 2 17 TY i J is - ‘ ? ‘ i - 
EE. ons abannnane 1 | » 13 il 2 J i 4 - . J J i 
WEGOTIABLE IWSTRUMENTS.. ” rt) 20 10 ‘ i i Pry ? ? 7 2 2 - 
OTHER CONTRACT ACTIONS...| 1,014) 1,199] 696 249 #86142 u 2, eM 7" ws 105 a0 “ 10 
REAL PROPERTY, TOTAL....... 29) ae 162 24 J ” 2 i ” u le J » ‘ i 
COMDE MMA LAMD..... ” * 2s 2 - ? - - 20 2 ‘ 3 il - - 
OTHER ꝛu 32* —9 200; 187/ #127 22 r 7 2 $3 10 12 ‘ 9 ‘ i 
TORT ACTIONS, TOTAL........ 3,995; o20| 479 86208 19 u ‘ 1\2,.006) me 0 06f82OSL om 3 
PERSONAL Imumy 
hl ——— $7; a2) 10 2 2 ‘ - J * 5 il ‘ . ‘ . 
on cenitiedind 0 ‘ 3 - 3 - - - ” ? 10 2 2 ‘ i 
ASSAULT, LIBEL & SLAMDER. 60 21 il ‘ i 3 - - oh ‘ il . 2 ‘ i 
EMPL OVERS UiaBrutty act. 208 6 il 2 + 7 - - “3! n Me o 3 - 
»? ioe)? rvs) 1” 7 i - 226 | n ty $1 $3 } - 
MOTOR VEWICLE............ 681 isn = oa 322 is J ~| 68 oF an 117 160 10 - 
OTHER PERSOWAL ImJUMY....| 1.575 397 187 ” yy 56 ‘ 1/1,178 iss CM 23) a? $8 ‘ 
PERSONAL PROPERTY DAMAGE. . 4 in | 110 * 10 is i J 14 Pa] 4 $0 ‘ 3 
STATUTORY ACTIOWS, TOTAL...) 5.784 3,020 | 2,208 se M03 5) oer) Sal oe | *0 | an to) 22 
dates | + + 
ANTITRUST (AMS... _ 0 ‘cc i , ‘ ‘ i ” i ‘ - 14 2 s 
BAWKRUPTCY. ooo cues | aa 1083 11 i . : i rT) 2 ‘ 3 ‘ i - 
CIVIL RIGHTS 
EWPLOVMENT. occ cc cece seen eee 208 in 115 is | «8 n it) 107 188 2 7 
OTHER CIVIL MIGHTS...... | 1,979) 698 = 410 147 65 6 4 > 661 ee eh) 289 » J 
PRISOWER PETITIONS 
MOTIOWS TO VACATE........ 10 9) ? 2 - - i - - - - 1 - 
MABEAS COMPUS............ 67 6 $1 r 3 i } i . - i - i 
CIVIL —3— * 2 171 2 16 12 i i 252 * ” “5 x” i - 
MANDAMUS, ETC............ ? 1s 13 i i 2 " " - - - - 
—2 * PEWALTY. i”? 145 108 20 is 2 - 14 2 5 5 2 . 
L | 
Fair 3. STAMDARDS ACT. * 5 28 25 ‘ ‘ - 5 11 ? 
LABOR MANAGEMENT j 
MELATIOWS ACT........... 161 1h 0 31 5 ? ’ -| @ ’ ? 3 ‘ ‘ 2 
OTHER LABOR LANS........ 3132S 165 $2 is is ) i 9 5 1! 12 2 . 2 


TABLE CB. U.S. DISTRICT Cours 
LEWGTH OF CIVIL AMD CRIMINAL TRIALS COMPLETED, BY MATURE OF SUIT Om OFFENSE 
‘on THELVE MONTH PERIGO ENDED AME 30, 1908 

(HMCLUDES TRIALS OF MISCELLANEOUS CASES) 


- | Won AY TRIALS RY TRIALS 
‘ 10 | 2 ‘ 10 | 2 
TOTAL to | 10 | oavs 10 To | bays 
ALL 1 /a ’ + 1” " 2 ’ , ” | aM 
WATURE OF SUIT OF OFFENSE [TRIALS | TOTAL | Oay | Gays | OaYS | OavS | Oavs | OVER Teta | oay | oavs | oavs | Oavs | Oavs | over 
PROTECTED PROPERTY RIGHTS 7 . 
ü 10s) as » 2. » : i} 2 3 ‘ 2 , . ; 
— im; oo. » wv ww & ? ‘| 2 2 . = u ‘ 
a anne teense. 199; ä u3 -| » 1 2 > wt i . 
48373 — 
oe gen) 102 ns » ‘ 1] 106 ‘ »o ww 1s ‘ 
soci eCity Lak. il ’ ’ : . : : : 2 . . ° 2 : : 
REAPPORTIOMMENT SUITS..... ; ; i 2 . . ° . - . : - . : . 
oa; oa] a ‘ ’ 2 i -| , ‘ 2 ‘ 3 i 
ge dala 176; 1m "” ; . -| 0 ? a. = . : 
INTERSTATE COBRERCE. | 6!) —— 2 i . . . ‘ . i 3 1 - . 
WYIROMMENTAL MATTERS... | «6 7 rT > uw ’ 2 ‘ . 2 ry 1 : 
Sraga statutoay ACTIONS...| 611; $18 | 371 oo » ‘ i| 1” ”y 6 2 ‘ ’ 
OTHER ACTIONS, TOTAL....... 429) 009 | 3% OM ‘ 3 " 1} , ° ° 3 2 ° 
See ee 
TOTAL CRIMINAL TRIALS...... 7,365 3.215 |2,70 6 . 1/4,190 | 479 1,006 924 1,881 228 9 
8 a “06 OM ” 3 ° 2 . -| os ? s ww 2 : . 
chet aie 273; 113 | (101 10 2 . : -| wo} te os O48 2 i 
atte emt 1m; | ‘ i i : * | 2 y » Ww i : 
ne baal | ů 10 3 . . ° -| wa ‘ ‘ i 2 . 
LARCENY am THEFT... me | 1 1 2 ‘ : “| | 2 838 . ‘ 
EMBEIILEMENT............. | qo! 63! 81 ‘ ’ 3 . -| 8 ‘ ” , rt} ’ 
, RE | gor) of! #6 . 2 " i -| 18 ? vm is ‘ 
OIMER FRAWD............ a5: 922 4 uw 6 ‘ — 69 | % 10% 200 “os 2 
auto EFT... a: | 22 i i . . -| 7 rt * vp on - . 
— — am) om] 10 2 i : -| wi] s bh 2 2 : 
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WOTE: INCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTED BY DISTRICT AMD APPELLATE AMDGES OMLY. ALL TRIALS aac BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 
TWCLUDES HEARINGS OW TEMPORARY RESTRAINING ORDERS AMD PRELIMINARY INJUNCTIONS, HEARINGS 
CONTESTED MOTIOWS AMD OTHER CONTESTED PROCEEDINGS IM WHICH EVIDENCE IS ImTRODUCED 
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Tele C8 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Civ and Crimina! Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 of More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, | 968 


Number 
of 
Trial of 
District Style of Case / Defendant Nature of Proceeding Deys Tria! 
Ciwil Cases 

Ni USA v Ottet) & Gans ine ........ —— Persona! injury-Product Liability. 60606 ee 185) = Non=jury 
TAW Bolton Eta) ¥ Tesoro Petr Eta)... .. .. Seourtties, Commodities, Bwohange .... 0.0.6.5. 6 8 Jury 
1L,N Mirocenick v = DEED cccccccccececes . Seouritias, Commodition, Exchange ............ 63 Jury 
Nw! Cipollane v Liggett Grow . xX Persona! Injury-Product Liability... 0.6666 cas 72 Jury 
CAS in Re: Nucorp 0 Securities Securities, Commodities, Exchange ... 72 ~~ Jury 
MA Campbell » Guckerman . CEE coccceeceeeeceneeeecen 69 Jury 
wit Milwaukee Schoo! Board ¥ Wisconsin ........... CO BAND nw cece reccereceees 69 = =Non-Jury 
wo. Tiffany Corp ¥ Se@erugice 6. cu. COMEPEET cc crcrcrevccerereneeeseenns 69 Non- Jury 
TAN No. Telecom inc ¥ Date Point Corp . PD cccccecceceeeeeceecoesenece 6” Non- Jur 
sf Bonine Eta! ¥ Sowth Dekote Eta! GD vcr ————— — 65 Jury 
KS Kandy Man Sale» The Mediators inc DT co ceeeeeeenerececeseeseeeeeenen 62 Jury 
NJ J, Hasse Co ¥ Gilbane DO cevcccececccces GE cc ccc , ,, — — — 53 Jury 
WN Phillips Ete! v¥ Grist Mul Co Contrect aa Jury 
CAS American Computech |v Nat) Medice! PD ccceecenceseees 48 Jury 
WA Key Tronic Corp v Burroughs Corp Paten: “a Now Jury 
CAE Nelgon ¥ Bonnett .6 ee Ant trust · Electrics! Equipment . 4” Jury 
On,S Thompaon Eta! v Midwest Founde tian DE 0.50 GSCGGH6 6 600000060000008000 “4 Jury 
KS Genera) Poly Corp ¥ Allied — TTT TRT TT TLE TETTTTT ier 4 Jury 
WAS Odmark » Westside Bancorp ing... 6.66... Securities, Commodities, Exchange ........... 4) Jury 
KS Graham vy Wyeth Lad .. Persona! — — Liability. ... 4) Jur 

T US Surgica! Corp ¥ Hosp Prod int De ccceneeeeceece , 40 Non -Jur 
PAL Versatiic Metais vy Union Carp Eta! . DD cone eecccecsenccecceecees 39 Jury 
AYE Williama v Hall Eta)... eee — —— — — 39 Jury 
Mi.® Knop Eta! v Johnson Eta! Prigoner-C ivi) Rights . 39 Non «Jus 
h Aguinage v Morrell and Co . Labor Management Relations Act 39 tury 
SI State of Sv Kansas City RR. Persona! injury AL Jur 
A? Advance’ Health » Baptist Haspite:. Contrect . ” Jur 

A, Hybdritech Ine ¥ Abbot! Labs . Antitrust ” Jury 
CAC Murphy v Long Beach City «6... ccc TT |. | ‘CCLPEREPTRERTERTOOERES ELITE TTT 35 Jury 
MO," Independent FKT.Av TWA Ine... ccs Retlway Labor Act... cee eee eee * Non-Jury 
Be ccncen Nor West Cable Comm v St. Paul... ken sd) ss eee errr rire 33) Jury 
Hl. Kawer Develop ¥ Honolulu .. 6.666 ees —  - FATT Trrerererererere es | — 33) Jury 

J United Pacific Ing v Borough... 6. es Dn 6 GhOOCECC CECE ECO REOHE REE OSES 2 Non- Jury 
NE Omaha Emply Betierme v Omaha. ..... 2.6.65 fF PAPE TErererererererry car 32 Jury 
MA Bordanaro v McLeod... 6 enue COD TED ——— nu Jury 
ws Dagidio v Perpioh Btal 0. cee - | — FATES TTETECERTTEET TTT Tee uN Non- Jury 
WA Seven Gables Corp B ¥ BRO Www nee ME AD Jury 
TA,S Lioyd » Johan Manville Sale... ee — PPPPPPPTTTI Te 30 Jury 
MILLE Anderson v Mich Health Care Corp ............ APPS TEETESELERE TES 3% Jury 
ca,c Picker int’) ne w Mupwite ee DT ceo cGbeseGeehereceecesceceacecs 3% Jury 
4 GE © .... Securities, Commodities, Exchange 30 Jury 
NY,S Meriwether ¥ Coughlin . , Prisoner Petitione-Habeas Corpus .... 0... 6 ee. 28 Jur \ 
FLLM Gould, Gordon ¥ Control Laser Corp eee ME oS O Cee CE CE ee eee eeeeeeeseceesenees 28 Jur v 
FL,S Eugene Steele v Morgan Yecht Inc. ..........5. IV Tee ee ꝛ0 Jury 
NY,S Olympia & York Ete! v insur Co Eta! ............ DT i hb 6hOS650606506 60 6660606006062 27s Jury 
MN Nortnaide inc v Ford Motor Corp...... TT TTT TeTeTTT Tre Tee 27 Jury 
CAS USA v Blake Construction Co 2... 6c ene BED TD nc caccecegeccccccecceeece 27 Jury 
WAS J. Davis Eta) v Magon Co... 6. eae Ameau!|, Libel, and Slander 2° Jury 
Min. Senmed inc vy Allen Medicom) Ine... ees ⸗— 26 Jury 
CA, Four Seasons Solar P vy Calif Solar ............. i “wT TET — 26 Non-Jur 

A. Prudential Bache v Wilmington Fed ............ DEE DO GRDADSES CE CeCeE CREE CE EOE EEEEE 26 Jury 

0 State of Colorado v iderado Mining ............ Environmental Veatteree.. * 26 Non-Jur 
UT Pee Environmenta! Matters... 6... eee 26 Non-Jur 
PA.® Pittsburgh Net’! Bank vy Becket Agoc....... DT 45 66 GEG EG 6666s 6466066660666606 864 25 Jury 
TX.N Trans Western v Allstate Ins Eta)............ “TT TETETTTT TPCT Tie ee 25 Jury 
IL.N Wilk v American Medica! Amc... . 6 6 ne PE 6 66666 66660666866666 066606000868 25 Non- Jur 
CAN Int’) Aquatics Equip v Hoffinger.... 2.0.6... 6s eee TT eee eee TTT eT ee 25 Jury 
CA,N Schwartz v Park His Ampoc 2... 6... cee Securities, Commodities, Exchange ........ 25 = Non-Jur 
CALC TS WE ng ch cc cccdberccececee CU I oc ccc ccc cc cccccceccccecesees 25 Jury 
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Tetie C-9 


U.S. District Courts 


Ciwll and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Tweive Month Period Ended June 30, | 968 
t 
of Type 
Trial of 
District Style of Case /Defendant Nature of Proceeding Days Trial 
Ciwl Cases (continued) 
Wa cccccer Crow Const Cov Richardson Engr Co... . 6. Camemeet on ccccccccccscccees TEeTeTeTT — 4) (Jury 
is ccouves California Natural | + Nestle Hold... 6.66 cu BR nnccccccccccccccces eececeeceaces 24) (Jury 
viLW Beasley v Mi Dept of Trane... cee Civil Raghte, Jeter ns 240 Non-Jury 
iA,S. Nordbrook Eta! vy Elgar cece Proud of Truth-i- Landing. 6.6 eee 4 Jury 
CAN Nat! Assoc Eta) » Walters Eta) o£ 6 cc cee Constitutionality of State Statutes 2... 6 6 cae 24) Now-Jury 
CAC Jayfer v E | DuPont Ete) ww. cece eee Antitrust . WHYTTTTTTTTL TT TT TELE LTT TTT 24) (Jury 
KS James M. Chancellor v The Bowing Co... 6.6.6 Cw Rights, ‘Jove veeeeneoee Reha eneeeseenese 24 (Jury 
)K,N Gen Elec Cov W.M. Smith Blee Co... Freud or Truth-in- Landing. ©6666 ees 24 Jury 
MA Dedham Waler Co vy Cumberland DEE cccesecceeeeecccesecesr 23. Non-Jur 
MA. Miller v Town of e GO ED ccc ccccccccccccessccecccecnees 23) Jwy 
NYE RRI Realty “orp v Incorp VOlage GP ED cece cccccccccccccccceccccens (wey 
wi¥ Hawor'h ine » Steelcase ine DG nc ceneeecececececeaece 25 Non-Jury 
wo. Monsanto Cov Kooh Engr Co ine | | Perr rrrrrrrrrrr rrr rere. cere ee 23) (Jury 
CALC Marsh \ cDwney © Montedoro Whitney... .. 2.65. GD occ ccccccccccccccccecceccceccecees 23° Non-Jury 
WA.E Bower v Bunter HEI CO... ewe TED Gee cecceecccceeeeccccccecceecceces 23) (Jury 
WA, Hai Ete! v Manel) Dew Phar Etal...... 6.000005 Persona! injury-Product Liability. ........... .. 2 Jury 
pe Ealy v Richard@mon-Merrel eee Persona! oe Dc cccccececccces 22. (Jury 
MA US Eta! » George Hyman Const Miller Act ..... Cc decceccececccceccecese 22 Non-jury 
PA,E US Healtheere inc » Blue “ross Palee AQvertiging (eee . 2 Jury 
\a,8 FOI ¥ United Centra! Bank eeeeeeeeens Banks and Banking «0.6... ene 22 (Jury 
CAN Hardwicke, Harold FE v PYA ‘Monarch Labor Management Relations Act ...... 2?) Jury 
CA, Bender v Wholesale Retail Food * Labor/Management Report & Dwclosure ......... 22. Jury 
A,S in Re: Club Dev ¥ Mark IV Prop Bankruptcy — DE 6605066060666 22. Non-Jur 
A. Ceparano, J » SFHC. in Contract eee X 22. Jury 
T Smith» Deseret Med BE wee ccecceccces aeeceeeer : 22) Non-Jh 
FL.N Worlds vy Dept Health & Rehah Cirwll Rights, — —X TTT 22 Non-Jurs 
Fis Norsul O8§ Eta) ¥ Tempco Ime 2... cee GUIS cw ccc cccccccccccccccsccesssecess 2 -Non-Jur 
MA Smith v Mage inst of Tech ©. 6 we Age Dimorimimation. 2.6 nee 21 ory 
PAE Mixing Equip v Innova Teeh Ine... 6 ne PPT ree TT Tare Tee 2) Ory 
IL,N Sehachar Eta! vy Amer Academy Etal........... Antitrwet-Sherman Act... 6.6 es 2) Jury 
Fe Millionaire v Vandom .. woe ee eee PYYTTYTTITITUT TTT TTT TET 2) oyury 
| ee GD OGD cn cccccccccccccce ccccee D6 — 21 Non-Jury 
oF . R.V. Kloepfer v Honda Motor Co... 6... ccc ne Injury-Product Liability. .............. 2) oOury 
Te cccccce Com vy Conpolidated RR Corp... 6. eee Civil Rights, Jome eens 20 =Non-Jury 
II Weasley Theologica! Ev US Gypsum ..........5. MUNG Ce ccceccceceeceeeceececaacce 20 «(Jury 
DE Dragan v L.D. Camlk Co 2... eee PRYPTTETTITURT TTT 0 = Non-Jury 
OS Farr Intec Systems vy Medtronic ne... 6... es i <-+he666000060000¢ 606066eeeeeeeees 20) (wry 
. ae Fireman's Fund tow wv Irving * MMED . ccc cc ccccccccccccees 20 Non-Jury 
2 lst Sma!! Bus Invest v Buti Eta! ............. .... 20 «(Jury 
Miw Wariukowies v Mandion ... 0... 6. ccc cece eenes Ciwt Rights, Jobs 20 =Non-Jur 
OH,N Zamien Eta! v City of Cleveland ..........045. | TTT ETrTTTTeceeT TTT er ee 20 (Jury 
i,N Elsapen v Hamilton... 2... eee eens Freud or Truth-in-Lending..... 2... 6 eee 20 Jury 
iL,N lst Comics Ine v World Color Prem ............ BED 20 (Jury 
 * ee BO © GD BM nw ccc cc ccccccccccccccccess Civil Rights, Jom... eee eens 20 (Jury 
CA, Betanzos v Humtminger 6. 6. ene . «++» Seourities, Commoditiea, Exchange ....... 20 (Jury 
WAW Nat") Union Fr ine v Sea first eee ‘ oc PMc ce acccaccceces 20 (Jury 
X — Union Pacific RR v S& Tax Comm ....... 6.556. Tex Assessment . WETTTTTTTT TTT TTT TTT TTL 20 = Non-Jur 
* Fre Davis v Mobile Consortium ©... 06... eee oR ee ee ee ee ee 20 «=Non-Jury 
Criminal Cases 
NY,S D SPAT ESeTeeTere dT cee te Extortion, Racketeering, & Treats ...........>- 169 Jury 
... — — Intimidation witmempes, jurors... 6. eee 1260 (Jury 
FLM eer ee — Saree fe are a eee ee ee ee 118 = =6Jury 
OS eee I 6 660.66 06606606066660660666  AAPSTSPTET TT ee ee ee — % Jury 
BPM cn ccees Wee ID CED gcc ccc ccc ccccccccece Intimidation witmempes, jurors... . © © 6 ** 92 (Jury 
NJ 6 6006606 6600066666860006808 Preud, Bankruptcy .. 1... eee 7S) Jury 
NY,S RG HS s 646 64064066600060000062 i ws eee ee eee eee ee ee — 6) Jury 
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Tabie <9 
U.S. District Courts 


Ciwil and Criminal Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 of More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1988 


(continued) 
Num ber 

of Type 

Trial of 

District Style of Case/Defendant Neture of Proceeding Days Trial 

Criminal ( ases (continued) 

NY.E Sehwarts, SOlIOMOM .. 6. ee tweens Extortion, Racketeering, & Threats... 6... 6.60 ss $9 = Jury 
on.x TSE eRe Extortion, Racketeering, & Threats..........55. $2 Jury 
AS RIMMER, GRMED on ccc cc nrrccecvercnveces Extortion, Racketeering, & Threats............. 51 Jury 
WD Kiein, Gerelc § Larceny end Theft, U.S. Property .......... $0 Jury 
NYE mee, Tees ccc er eccnnnccccnnes reud, Product Tampering............ 45 Jury 
NY,S Ti ..ccscgeeneeesesant PE, cceceeeeecececccecs 4) odury 
it..N Bailey, Forest Intimidation witnesses, jurors... cn 45 = Jury 
wy s | angela. Gennar: Praud, Bankrupley «0... cerns 44 Jury 
J — —— —— — 43 Jury 
Pak rica, t | R.. Sr Freud 4” tur 
TAN —* Carl Rey PP. che Gn beaeeeaacarecene 420 Jury 
wy! allo, Joseph N Extortion, Racketeering, 4 Threats 4) = Jury 
PA *reita, Stepher Frauc, Posta 4 uf 
KS Deity, Semmy Freuc, Posta) TTT TT TT TT TTT 4) Jur 
vA Snowailter, Donaic Freuc, Faise Claims & Statements a0 = Jury 
rA\\S Moody. Shearn  t rrr 390s Jury 
NY,S Atkins, Charles Agee Frauc, Conspirecy ‘General),........ 38 = Jury 
T\h Alirec, Willham R Frauc, Faise Claims & Statements 38 odury 
Fis Fetraca, Armand Narcotics ‘ 3 Jur 

‘ pez, Oscar Racketeering, Anson 7 Jur 

* Oguncip«. Foloruns Narcotics & Non-J 
nye F ureino, | wholux Nercolies : 340 duly 
Fi.A Wiliams, Charles Champ Fraud, income Tax . 34 0 Jury 
xy ‘ Eiizebe' Freuc. Income Tax 3 Jul 

amine. Rorer' Freuc. Le cing, Credit Inst ‘ 

" ' es Expiosives Excep! on V esse! u 
AR ¥ Viies. Rover! Ecwar Sedition. , * dur 
WA.’ Smith, Jerry O Freuc, Postal } Jury 
D Deaver, Michee! K.. TTT TTTT ee 32. Jury 
VA,E Allegheny Bottling Co. SPT rreer ee eee ee eee eee ee eee — — 32 Jury 
IL.B Lytle, John R Embeaaloment, Bamk 2... 6. eee 32. Jury 
FiLLM Garrett, Leonarc .. ee Embezalement, Lending, Credit inst ............ 32 Jury 
MA King, ** V — ———— — , . 310 dury 
NY.S Clark, Dawid WLC... PA MD occ deeaceacccoccccceccececece 31 0s Jury 
CA Semier. Monte Pere ere eee eee Se ee Treading with the Enemy Act... cece ewes 310 Jury 
PA.E D TT eee ee ee ee CEE co cece 20 Jury 
7K ¢ Wallace Wiltor oo | Perr r rrr eer eee eee ee ee 30 = Jury 
L.N Byrsa:, Martir Extortion, Racketeering, 4 Threats. . 360s Jur 
vO I. « .6066668606006666606666% I 66666606606 66666666666666066668 28 0 Jury 
x ondone. Migue DT - Cn ebb GOS — — — OR ERE 2?) = Jury 
KY Thies, Lec [ Lareeny and Theft, U.S. Property .... 27) Jury 

J ac, Vincente DE, 06.6660 6660666 wT 2° Ss duy 

A Brancen, Laurence Larceny & Theft, Trans Stolen Prop. shwnee 27?) Jury 
H! CO TEND GD oe cece ees ccccecees A A566600655 0400 60600000888 27 = Jury 
TAN eee ee —— Peiee, GOGMO TOR 2. ccc ccc rcerccccsccees 26 = Jury 
UT Nichols, Scott ! Narcotics........ ee rererrerTy TTT TT et 26 = Jury 
Ma St. Wieheels Credit UMign .. ww eee eens DE — 2 Jury 
TALS Mc - lelenc, Benjamin C Explosives | we on Vemeis) cence 2 Jury 
VILLE «656666 66666600666 6666668 CE I «6 6 0 666666666606666066606686666 25 = dury 
GA.N CR, GEES wc cece ccccncceecas DT phoebe Gee b6066 6466606460666 25 = (Jury 
‘N ST EE TEC ETT e TT Tee Freuc, Securities & Exchange .........55055> 24 (Jury 
‘ ED «6.60 6666606 00666868608 Freuc, False Claims & Statements........... 2 Jury 
wit Doerr, Johr Paul . Racketeering, Prostitution .........656 ec ee eee 24 «Jury 
x Jerome, Gar, EEE. RO OGRe SHR REEEEEEEEHECEERHEE EOE 34 60= dur 
[ Dorse,. Thomas F vTT Tee T TTT Te TT — Tee ae CTR TT UT TT TTT TTT — — — — 23.0 (Jury 

Ns 6 0 6.6600450 660665066666 MO RESGRGS 0 6606660600600660648 0006008 23.0 Jury 
NY.N ee . 2.46 54h4 868440 OC eR RS Proud "pestal TUT TT CTT CTT TC LTT TTT 23.0 Jury 
NY,S PGRPGM, TIGREPC GOMES . ww ec cceces PPT rT eee cee — 22 dur 
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Table C-0 
U.S. Distriet Courts 
Civil and Crimina) Trials Terminated, Requiring 20 or More Days 
During the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1968 


(ont imued) 
| 
of 
of 
District Style of Case /Defendant 4 Nature of Proceeding | Days | Trial 
Criminal Cases (continued) 

NY.W Hopkins, George Won. wee e en eee BED o.oo coccncecceeeneceanncenneene 23) (Jury 

a a immigretion Lews........ SeEROKEOREHRRO REE 230 (Jury 
KY, eS Serer ee ee ee ee ... Marcotios....... — TTT TTT TT TTT TTT TT 23. Jury 
wih Milton, Frederick An 2666 cee ewes GEER occ cc cccccccccccccccccccccecceses 23) Jury 
Mi, Sartine, GBGRR J... rere ececeecveccens Fraud, Moome Tak... 6c eee ewes 23) (Jury 
OH.N Mornak, Alemander ...... ee eee Proud, Inoome Task... cee ewe nee 23 (Jury 
MN * GN, MED Bcc ccocccccceccccenceces Freud, Conepirecy to Defraud .... 6... eee eeee 23.0 (Jury 
M1 BOR, GRER Bon cv cccccccccccccccesececoens GUD cccccceccccccccecccceces weTveyTTT tT 23. Jury 
LA. rE, oon cance ke eheehe oanes Benen, GRO ono ccc cer cerccncee 22) (Jury 
KY.E ee Se re ee Firearms & Weapons... 6... e nee 22 «(Jury 
OWN SE, CE, oc ce ceerceneeenenannne RRO RH OR OOS 22 Jury 
L. Calendo, An yy Phulip . 6. eee Racketeering, Prostitution ©... 0. 6c eee eee ee 2 Jury 
LM Fafowora, Steve... 6.66 u es nOeennoenens PEEP. . CaGhSEROKEKECOReecerccccaceeee 21 (Jury 
a ocene Prantheuser, MOY. wees Intimidation witmeapes, jurors... . 2. 6 6 eee 2) (Jury 
WA Wallen, Francia M. ow eee Proud, Income Tax... 66 nee ae eene 21 «Jury 
OF ae ee. eee ee ee ee — Fraud, hoome Tax . 6.66 cc eee 21 (Jury 
vit Junes), Luwigy ... “wart Te Bn co ccc cc ccccccccccccccecccesecces 21 «(Jury 
Wit eee PE 6. COS SEKEKEEERERE ROR HERRERO OREHE 21 Jury 

A.l Matiz, Wagwel Angel Lb. 6... ee MMPOORIOR, cere eee · · · · nen nrnnne 21 = Jury 

Wilson, Donaid James ........ weerTcT ey — — Maritime & Shipping Laws... 0.6 eee 210 (Jury 
OKN Se Ktiheeenenee BE ED poco 21 Jury 
FL.M A eee ee ee eer eee ee ee ee ——— — 21) (Jury 
ri TD 6 oo — — — — — — — ROS — α»— 2) = Jury 
! Spine. Joseph Peter er ee ee ee ee ee 2) (Jury 
“I Se ee ee eee — ——— — PEED F.C. K EERO CKRKROREREREEEE KOKORO RRR — 200 Jury 

A.’ Owen, Kenneth J CORORERREr EERO ce deaecnccaane 20 = =(Jury 
CAD ...00> Devereaun, Diame A... eee ee Larceny & Theft, Trans Stolen Prop........ 20 = Jury 
HI — & Treats ©. ww cee 200 (Jury 
co Musson, William Compton .... 66 6c cee nee 20 «(Jury 
FL.M Gapphey, Donald G. oc eee eee eee Frmud, Pomtad 6. ccc ** wTeeeer eT 20 «(Jury 
FL,S GR, GD ccc cccccccccccccecccacace Racketeering, Narcotics... 6... 6 66 eee eee 20 «(Jury 
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TABLE C 10. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TIME INTERVALS FROM ISSUE TO TRIAL OF CIVIL CASES IW MICH A TRIAL WAS COMPLETED, SY DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AE 30, 1988 


TOTAL TRIALS WONJURY TRIALS amy TRIALS 
TIME INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL 
Iw MONTHS Im MONTHSe | 16 HONTHSe 

10 | 10 10 10 | 10 10 
PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- PER- 
ciacul’ | MmneeR | CENT CEwT | muMBER | CENT CENT | MBER | CENT CEwT 
anc LESS | ME- | MORE LESS | we- | MORE oF LESS | ME- | MORE 
orstaicr TRLALS | Thaw Olam | THAN | TRIALS | THAN | Olam | THAN = TRIALS | THam | DLAM | Than 
TOTAL... 9.163) *& 6% 8% 46,02 > 6 | §$,199 5 ww BS 
lee 2 Hn 27 97 2 100 qe 5 11 32 

sz - 
1ST. 405 | 6s 2 88 132 6s 2 8 273 > 2 9 
we. ” #? 23 5 . . . le 2 6 2% 
ma. 219 | a a 6? 7 BR 68 | 152 11 2? «68 
a 32 200ClCi‘ltttCS8 9 - - - | 22 2700 22 31 
al. 71 8 12 22 22 a * 24 a ? 11 19 
on 6s 5 18 * 29 ? 19 » *” 5 uw 6 OM 
| 
2m... a220—Cia 20409 | 2 1 19 420 | 490 7 2 4 
cr. Te en) ee » 1 © 2: 8 2 &@ —— —— 
“ym 9 >’ 45 | 3 1 22 «$0 62 12 2544 
my 169 ? 22 43 | 6? > 20 6. 102 ® 2 43 
wy.S 388 2 4 182 1 Cn — — 206 rs ) 4 
"yon 31 2 1 Se le i 1? 7 15 122 2 & 
vt * i 2a 10 i 10 1? | de * 12021 
2a. aac J a | 279 4 40 601 4 12 P 
— — — — 
dE 38 8 1? 4 19 5 21 50 19 + 6 20 
mes 13s ? 2 86h 52 7 @&@ «6 | 83 > 2 53 
Pat 208 4 13 2 142 * 11 ” 326 * 10 27 
Pa. 103 2 10 os 19 1 9 22 86 3 1) 26 
Pai 98 J 0 40 i le Ye rT) J 228 
v! oT) é V2 ? - - - 31 > 2 488 
oT 624 2 28 322 3 ? 25 $02 3 > 2 
—8 les ? le 3e »e ‘ 12 29 * 7 16 5 
mcf 27 ? le 26 12 5 1? 28 15 ? 13 9 
ac. le 9 2e 3” 5 - - + - - - 
WC. 6° 2 . 23 2? : ° 26 42 3 * 19 
sc 188 2 8 20 53 ‘ ’ 22 135 i . 19 
va. 259 2 5 . 137 2 5 8 122 3 ‘ - 
18 Se * i 29 21 * 25 Bry J 12 2 
nym 17; ww 2 rv ? - - - 10 * 2m % 
wy .S $0 8 16 2% 14 i 11 26 ard 11 16s 24 
57 1, 406 ‘ 1s ye 721 3 14 20 685 4 16 22 
ua.é.. des 5 11 28 18) rs 10 25 183 6 12 2 
La.M 40 1 5 2? 1 33Ci« 13 i 32 
La. 1786 6 17 2*0 100 ° 1? 30 75 5 1? 30 
MS. 2 8 21 8 e * 2 7 38 7 22 & 
ms. 5. 128 ‘ i 2 Se re 13 29 %% 3 1s 6 
TRON. 163 2 17 » % 2 1? » 65 2 , 
TH, €.. 1$1 1 . 22 57 i ? 22 94 1 10 22 
™,$.. 178 6 24 4? 90 6 21 50 85 5 2 08042 
TH. 1% * 12 x 73 4 14 % 58 3 11 31 
6TH... 838 ? 1? oe 219 é 17 vy 519 ? “» 28 
Ky,€ 50 11 20 » 18 2 18 2 32 12 20 24 
GP... §3 ? 17 a4 | 20 > 14 4? 33 7 17 * 
MILE 270 9 1? 7 77 - le *4 193 a 1? 
MIM ow 11 2s 40 21 . 22 40 19 11 ~~» 860640 
OM. 6 120 i 12 ¥ s i 16 31 as 2 12 40 
On. ae 10 21 41 33 * 21 54 53 10021 ory 
Tre 91 2 12 2% oD) } 12 2 52 4 12 2 
Ths 69 3 12 20 29 i 11 27 40 rs 13 24 
OY 5° . 28 51 4? s 2 51 12 5 22 3&8 
on — we — — — M — — 


TABLE C 10. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TIME INTERVALS FROM ISSUE TO TRIAL OF CIVIL CASES IN MHICH A TRIAL WAS COMPLETED. BY DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTN PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1968 
TOTAL TRIALS WONJURY TRIALS Aæv TRIALS 
TIME INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL TIME INTERVAL 
16 MONTHS® IN MONTHSe IN MONTHSe 

10 10 10 10 10 10 
PER- PEa- PER- PER- PER- PER- 
ciacul’ WUMBER (CENT CENT | MUMBER | CENT Cent WUMBER (CENT CENT 
AMO OF j|LESS |ME- | MORE OF {LESS |ME- /|mORE oF LESS | ME- | MORE 
DISTRIC’ TRIALS Thaw (OLAN THAN | TRIALS | THAN DIAN /THAN | TRIALS | THAN | DIAM | THAN 
7TH. she > w «es 241 > 6 «4 295  -— 
1.6 228 2 we 109 1 ww 4 119 > ww «4 
u,c 63 12 23 05 20 9 25 2 23 12 21 42 
m.S s9 1 m2 2% le 1 > 9 43 1 12 2 
In. es ¢ 9 & 17 4 2 &% 21 7 0 
Im, 50 3 nn Si 41 3 2 464 18 s 7 8 
wi. e *.- °° 2 «0 28 > ww’ SS ®» Ww 2 42 
a 05 re > 10 — ¢ 21 30 3 > id 
ath. oss > 64 | oO 2 2 2 379 > 6 wR 
aA.e.. 118 iw 2. * 1 1 2! 62 2 Ww 2 
AR... a8 2 © wb ” 2 $1 2 06 W 
1a... .. 32 we & 12 5 @ 47 11 » ww» 5 
1A, S.. re 1 >) «a7, 26 1 2 2 15 1 ww Hh 
72 $ mm «2 2 23s 5 1 5 2 «47 
mO.E.. 07 2 > | 61 2 s 2 cry 1 10 2% 
MOM... rr 5 wt 2 31 5 w 2, 45 5 6 2 
uV5 28 ‘ % SS he s& 2 
+' 1) 2 n ? . - . ? . = ~ 
$0. “? 2 ww 7! 22 ® 18 3s uw 2 
OTH. o5 > wu 2 5% 3 wb 26 379 > 6 SS 
AK. ’ 1 21 30 i3 1 2 22] . - - J 
Meee 1 7 2 * 7 2 | 17 122 & 
Ca.m we $5 wt 8) 61 2 6 | 50 > 6&@ 3 
Ca. °° i 22 2) 2 6ltlClCUk lt 21 10022 
Ca.c * 2iu ® 198 2 ww @ 139 1 3 Hn 
Ca. S $2 > 2 60 20 > 0 22 ¢ 23 43 
4) ae ? 13 61 33 5 15 yy 13 7? 12 Je 
10 ® tt 26 «8 ? - - - 12 > 2 «+ 
“” 22 > } % 10 > 1 2 12 * 13 42 
wy oe 0 2 4) ry 6 22 4 10 so 21 Me 
OR rt 3 > ww 7 s 8 19 42 3 ® 1 
ma. 2e ! * 2 18 1 6 2) 8 - - - 
Pra : ? 1” 2 54 > & 2? s w 20 
GUAM ‘ : . ‘ . . . . . . ° 
_ i . - - i . - - - - - - 
10TH. 59) 190s «32 | 225 5s ww 23 | too ¢‘ 3 ww 
co os 5 wt — 50 5 wt | “9 5 ww w 
KS 3 > 9 «42 28 ® ww «se! 65 * 20 42 
we ”? 1 12 29 os > = mel 33 i gs & 
OK .N 5) > 16 2 22 1 1 2% 29 > nh 2 
OK. £ $3 ‘ * 15 ‘ > 2 38 ? * 
OK. 118 > 1 2 20 $$ 11 28 | 2 > i. a 
ul 58 6 ww & 2 + 19 58 26 6‘ 86 0 
mY 42 ‘ ¢ 12 12 1 5 ? | 30 « 7 H 
11TH. 1,062 4 2 2 481 a 12 | 561 5 12 2 
AL... i 3 > o 2 8 2 9 2 ?7 42 
AL. M.. 7 3 ? 13 30 3 . 16 | ae 2 ? 13 
ALS. 6? 5 nl 8 360 * 1 | 29 7 12 2 
FLLN.. » 12 #2 3 le s 9 2. 23 12 #22 5 
FL. M.. 155 6 le . | 92 5 15 27 | 63 7 18 ee 
FL.S.. 192 2 nn 3 115 1 0 * 77 3 & 2% 
GA.M.. 182 8 8 32 59 8 17?) 32) 123 ® 2 22 
Ga.M.. 59 ‘ 6 8 22 } 1” &) 37 > Ww 8 
a 7 Wd 2% 18 ? > 6. 6 > & 19 


WOTE: IWCLUDES TRIALS CONDUCTTO BY DISTRICT AWD APPELLATE JUDGES ONLY. 
ALL TRIALS CONOUCTED BY MAGISTRATES ARE EXCLUDED. 
EXCLUDES THE FOLLOWING TRIALS: LAND CONDEMNATION, FORFEITURES AND PENALTY 
PETITIONS (‘WABEAS CORPUS, MOTIONS TO VACATE SENTENCE UNDER 26 U.S.C. 2255, 
BAWKRUPTCY PETIT ONS, AND THREE JUDGE COURT CASES. 


© TIME INTERVALS COMPUTED ONLY WHERE HERE ARE 10 OR MORE TRIALS. 


CASES, PRISONER 
MEARINGS ON EVIDENTIARY MATTERS , 
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TABLE D 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING IN THE DISTRICT COURTS 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 AMD 1988 
(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 


— FI T 
— — nal 
OISTRICT 1987 1968 CHANGE 1987 1986 1 4 1987 1968 = 
TOTAL 42,156 43, 503 3.2 41,068 20, 986 - 2 25,263 27,733 9.8 
oc... 611 625 2.3 out 78§ 60.5 493 335 - 32.1 
ist 1,165 1,39 19.8 1,116 1,422 27.4 713 69 - 2.7 
ee 160 177 10.6 190 178 16.7 130 129 8 
MA..... 619 317 - 24.4 6 1 - 16.0 315 303 - 3.8 
—M WH... ... 32 42 31.3 Ma 42 23.5 18 18 = 
w Bb ccccece 61 50.8 7% 28.8 8S 62 4.8 
TT — 493 ‘ee 55.8 467 738 68.7 182 - 10.8 
20 2,641 2. 454 7.1 2,38 2,454 6.3 2,982 2,990 3 
BP. cccce 185 219 18.4 177 208 17.5 183 189 3.3 
uy. 194 239 23.2 213 2246 $.2 143 169 18.2 
wy ,€. ** 7e3 $5 - 3.9 754 18.4 1,057 1,069 - 8 
wy.s. ** 1. 149 871 = 24.2 929 880 = 5. 1,382 1, = 1.9 
WY HW... 260 294 13.1 257 298 16.0 1 177 1.1 
boseee a6 % 9.1 95 90 - §.3 72 79 9.7 
3e0 2,062 1 969 = 4.5 1,943 1,930 ° 7 1,333 1,380 3.5 
BR. 0.0000 118 65 - 28.0 109 be] - §.0 - 30.2 
roenes 630 | 6.0 623 2.6 411 12.7 
Pa,t 494 419 - 18.2 1 405 - 12.2 338 355 5.0 
PALM 189 225 19.0 187 223 19.3 132 3.1 
PAH. 310 248 = 20.0 293 - 9.2 152 138 = 11.2 
We cccce 321 326 9 318 7.8 261 265 . 


TABLE D 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING IN THE DISTRICT COURTS 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 AND 1968 
(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 


CIRCUIT E 
* — — 
DISTRICT 1967 1944 CHANGE 1967 1968 CHANGE 1987 1968 


4TH... 6,537 6,326 - 3.2 6,587 5,897 - 10.5 1,908 2,310 21.1 


TABLE D 


CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PENDING IN THE DISTRICT COURTS 
QURING THE /WELVE = PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 AMD 1968 
(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 
CIRcultT FILI ees I PENDING 
an PERCENT PERCENT PERCENT 
OISTRICT 1967 1968 OHAnGE 1967 1968 CHANGE 1967 1968 CHANGE 
7TH... 1,876 2,162 15.2 1,871 1,770 - §.4 1,118 1,505 3e. 
I1L,@... 005 797 31.7 oe8 oe - 28.9 616 932 $1.3 
IL,C... 19% 216 - 6.5 197 201 2.0 114 125 9. 
IL,S.. 190 219 15.3 200 204 2.0 cr) 82 24.2 
Im, mM... 237 230 - 1.3 224 214 - 4.5 117 161 20.5 
In,S.. . ‘368 420 8.2 289 416 6.4 71 69 aad 2.8 
WILE... 126 161 13.7 124 137 10.5 92 101 9.8 
WI,M.... * 135 0.6 ag 120 2.4 42 55 31.0 
sTH.. 2,433 2,143 ° 11.9 2,286 2,081 * 10.3 7 1,033 7.9 
8 ARM. — 87 109 25.3 bad 89 - 7.3 18 n 105.6 
TA,m. 106 72 - 3.3 91 81 - 11.0 $2 47 - 9.6 
1A, 5. . 65 100 i?.6 $3 87 = 6.5 42 54 28.6 
Le 354 287 - 4.9 327 269 - 17.7 169 182 7.7 
mO.E... 22 262 - %.2 3136 248 - 26.2 20 164 12.3 
“OH. 743 670 - 9.8 085 657 - 4.1 234 re) 9 
| — 137 124 - 9.5 125 134 7.2 93 &e - 9.7 
MD. ..... 106 121 14.2 167 106 - 6.6 53 71 4.0 
Ts cccce 231 227 - 1.7 219 - 4.4 8s 92 8.2 
9TH... 6,598 9,745 13.3 8,433 9,705 18.1 6,992 7,054 9 
re 238 261 1.3 191 197 3.1 94 90 7.1 
Biccces 771 44 23.0 783 1,014 29.5 752 692 ~ 6.0 
CA,m. 956 804 - 15.9 98 820 - 17.8 $25 $10 - 1.8 
CA,E 425 546 28.2 «84 436 - 9.9 255 398 9.6 
ca,c 1,078 96 - 7.2 1,107 a9 - 19.3 | 1,169 1,317 14.6 
Ca,$. 1,365 i, 788 31.0 917 1,913 108.6 1,932 1,788 - 7.8 
Ga ces 1,297 1,550 19.5 1,555 1,879 20.4 ase 549 ~ 33.3 
Bb cccce 162 144 - 11.1 166 179 - 22.3 43 59 37.2 
MT... 194 193 - § 190 16% - 12.6 as 114 21 
WV... —— 3604 242 - 6.1 253 306 20.9 288 317 10.1 
OR...... 332 371 11.7 Me 309 - 14.2 164 259 40.8 
WA,E... 313 471 50.5 297 391 n.6 174 258 48.3 
WA... 1,034 1,262 22.1 1,000 1,162 11.7 301 415 37.9 
Guam... 69 7§ 8.7 89 83 - 6.8 26 18 - 3.8 
wai... 3 13 333.3 3 6 | 100.0 12 140.0 


‘ 
‘\ 


TABLE D 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED, TERMINATED, AND PEWDING IN THE DISTRICT COURTS 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS EWOED JUNE 30, 1987 AND 1988 
(EXCLUDES TRANSFERS) 


CrAcUlT 
A 
DISTRICT 


- 
— 


e erneewer oO @ 


4 

7 3 
2 . 
i 2 
‘ 7 
6 ? 
S§ 3 
9 5 
, 2 


Suweeewceecoes!| = cuserus 


2 
4 
. 
21 
17 
1s. 
4. 
ll 
12 
15 


PERCENT CHANGE COMPUTED OW 10 OR MORE. 


CRIMIWAL CASES COMMENCED AWD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 


TABLE Dr) CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


crRculT 
AND 
OISTRICT 


PENDING ALY 1, 1987 


FELOMY 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


MI SOE~ 
TOTAL| FELONY | HEANOR 


21,491 


43,116) 28,248 14,397 


608 146 


1,31 


176 
Sil 
40 


TABLE Or) CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIMAL CASES COMMENCED AWO TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWOED JUNE 30, 1988 


TERMINATED 


PENDING JUNE 30, 1988 


GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


MISDE~ 
TOTAL | FELOWY | MEANOR | OTHER] 


TRANS~ 
FERS 


FELOMY 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
OLSTRICT 


40,646) 24,631 14,830 a4 


1,129 
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eee vw ~ 
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ne 
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TABLE Del CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


PENDING ALY 1, 1987 COMME WCED 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


CIRCUIT 
WO 


A MISOE- 
OISTRICT 


RE- 
OTHER? | OPENS@ 


z 
? 


— 


— 
(tee ee we he 
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TABLE Del CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TERMINATED 


PENDING JUNE 30, 1988 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


TOTAL 


MISDE~ 
FELOMY 


OTHER® 


CIRCUIT 
DISTRICT 


— 
e 
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— 
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114 48 
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———— 
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TABLE Or) CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AMD TERMINATED OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 


1968 


Cracult 
DISTRICT 


PENDING JULY 1, 1987 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
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> er rrinwer 
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TABLE O~l CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AWD TERMIMATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TERMINATED 


PEMDING JUNE 30, 1988 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


TOTAL 


FELONY 


OTHER® 


CIRCUIT 
AND 
DISTRICT 


S 


‘ener | 


4 
6 
11 
1 
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TABLE Del CASES. U.S. OISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 
PENDING QALY 1, 1987 COMMENCED 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 
CIRCUIT TOTAL 
ant MI SDE- COm- MI SDE- RE- | TRANS- 

DISTRICT | TOTAL) FELONY] MEANOR | OTHER® | WEWCED | TOTAL | FELONY | MEAWOR | OTWiAe! OPENSO) FERS 
10TH... 1,078 bos 202 8 | 2,539 (2,482 | 1,758 672 22 20 67 
CBr veces 193 1468 24 1 240 245 277 166 2 1 14 
—R 1760 1$2 24 * 200 jee 226 140 - 3 11 
WH sees 264 245 17 + 575 567 520 de 9 - a 
OK Men. as a i 1 177 170 164 * 1 . 
ebeoes 19 18 i - 72 $2 61 1 - 7 3 
oMeces 178 97 7” 2 503 288 244 243 “ * 10 
V..... 124 90 32 a 290 272 1% ob 8 4 4 
WY. eeeee 36 31 « ad 62 $1 Te 10 1 » 1 
L1TH.. | 3,122 | 2,897 201 24 | 6,287 (6,020 | 3,622 2,380 AA 52 215 
ALM. eee a $1 e baal 358 337 280 57 a “ Vv 
AL Mewes 740 50 24 - 285 278 160 1% 2 * 3 
AL,S. eee 6 85 3 © ae 174 167 7 ad 3 a 
PLM... 165 143 22 - 299 294 251 60 3 - 5 
FLM.... 380 355 22 3 789 733 643 81 9 * 52 
FL,S.... 1,905 | 1,811 760 18 | 1,948 |1,447 | 1,421 ae 2 29 72 
pMaces 260 239 20 1 654 +06 452 154 ad 5 43 
GA,M.... eZ 34 2 1,889 1,883 124 1,758 1 1 5 
GA,S.... 101 79 22 - 279 268 144 123 1 2 9 


TABLE O~l CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL CASES COMMENCED AWD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1968 


TERMINATED 


PENDING JUNE 30, 1988 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


TOTAL | FELONY 


OTHER® 


CIRCUIT 
A 
DISTRICT 
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3 — Puree tae 
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PRIMARILY PETTY OFFENSES TRIED BY A JUDGE. 
INCLUDES APPEALS FROM MAGISTRATES, RE-OPENS AND REMANDS. 


TABLE D-1 DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


PEMOING FULLY 1, 1987 COMMENCED 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


CIRCUIT 
WO MISOE- RE- 


A WOW- oM- 
OISTRICT FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE FELOWY | HEANOR OPENS® 


23,399 13,732 43,686 15,134 48) 
139 23 
28 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S, DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AWD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGO ENDED AWE 30, 1988 


TERMINATED 


PENDING JUNE 30, 1988 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


MI SDE- 
FELONY | MEAWOR 


won- 
FUGITIVE 


— — 


FUGITIVE 


CIRCUIT 
ANO 
DISTRICT 


37,389 16,019 


26,730 


15,079 


257 


wo ews 3 Sw 'o~ 


— 


+ ee TOTAL 


bS2 


TABLE O-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AND TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


PENDING ALY 1, 1987 COMMENCED 
GRIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 

CIRCUIT TOTAL 

ANO Wun MISDE- RE- |TRANS- 
DISTRICT TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE MENCED | TOTAL | FELOWY | MEANOR | OTHER*| OPENS@| FERS 

4TH... 2,690 1,754 ose 7,712 | 7,600 | 3,571 3,980 49 3 18 
D...... 640 471 169 1,041 | 1,011 $71 428 12 7 23 
WC,E.... 293 179 114 1,340 | 1,323 335 986 2 4 13 
WC,M.... 137 71 oe 371 262 354 7 i 5 4 
WCW... 260 191 69 463 454 376 08 10 i 8 
SC. cose 221 141 80 528 509 446 bes 1 3 16 
VA,E... 744 373 371 3,072 | 3,048 638 8 2,39% 16 13 11 
VA... 167 144 23 285 282 261 14 7 - 3 
V.M. 111 90 21 239 238 231 7 - 1 : 
Ww, 117 94 23 373 373 we 12 : : ° 

5TH. 4,188 2,246 1,942 7,468 | 7,290 | 6,524 710 Se 63 95 
LA,E.... 338 185 153 627 623 579 30 14 3 1 
LA,M 45 32 13 67 67 63 ‘ 2 ° ⸗ 
LA.M.... 151 138 13 448 040 375 53 12 4 6 
“5 .% 69 oa 1 164 139 138 ° i 1 * 
83. 174 132 42 279 266 257 7 4 a il 
a .. 582 325 257 1,071 | 1,064 927 109 8 ? 20 

At 132 109 23 286 280 261 19 ° 3 3 

TX,S 1,819 662 1,157 3,051 | 2,979 | 2,783 190 . 26 36 
TX," 87 595 283 1,475 | 1,452 | 1,141 300 11 9 14 

6TH. 2,377 1,849 528 4,635 | 4,677 | 3,845 808 24 45 113 
KY,€ 145 127 18 300 266 276 10 a 8 % 
KYW... 299 237 62 758 7% 295 438 3 5 17 
MI,E.. 831 649 182 1,054 | 1,027 961 56 10 12 15 
MI,W 92 60 32 270 263 239 a4 e i 6 
OH," 352 294 58 663 643 610 33 . 1 19 
OH,S 192 147 45 5% 572 504 68 3 21 
TW,E 85 76 9 269 257 231 20 6 7 5 
IM.M 158 103 55 498 390 249 1% 5 3 15 
TW, 223 156 67 $17 503 480 23 - 5 4 


TABLE D-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CRIMINAL DEFENOANTS COMM:NCED AND TERMINATED OURIVG THE TWELVE MONTH PERIUD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 
TERMINATEU PENDING JUNE 30, 1988 
ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS Ty 
TOTAL CIRCUIT 
TERMI - MISDE- Re- | TRANS- uou⸗ Add 
WATED | TOTAL |FELONY | MEANOR | OTHER® |OPENS@| FERS ToTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE | OISTRICT 
7,296 | 7,162 | 3,170 3,792 180 30 | 124 3, 106 2,237 869 .4TK 
— — 
1,002 1,072 632 408 32 8 12 589 429 Cf O 
1.292] 1,260 259 985 16 3 29 341 228 113 WC, E 
293 275 262 10 3 ‘ 14 215 156 55 . WC, 
$11 099 409 78 12 i ii 212 15$ 53 WC, M 
427 404 293 105 3 1 22 322 225 a © occaut SL 
2,895| 2,887 595 2, 162 100 12 2 921 623 798 ..WA,E 
8 265 262 233 21 8 - 3 187 156 31 WA,M 
8 213 209 201 8 - i 3 137 106 31 YN 
308 306 286 1s 3 - ‘ 182 155 27 av, S 
6,122) 5,894 | 4,911 725 258 63 | 165 §,514 1,309 2,205 . 5TH 
570 538 469 rv 21 5 27 395 2% 159 .bA,E 
85 82 79 1 2 ~ 3 27 16 il LAM 
249 2% 169 63 24 1 12 350 188 162 tale 
130 126 121 2 2 2 2 83 82 1 MSM 
272 259 240 15 4 i 12 181 151 30 ..MS,S 
902 866 729 125 12 é 30 7§1 585 166 .. TN 
243 2% 221 15 - 3 4 175 139 ¥ THE 
2,292| 2,221 | 1,908 216 97 30 41 2,578 1,330 1,248 1,5 
1,379| 1,330 975 259 % 15 yy 974 582 347 TX, 
4,261| 4,071 | 2,283 738 50 63 | 1467 2,951 2,310 641 6TH 
255 249 237 12 : 2 4 190 168 22 | ....KY,E 
587 572 232 330 10 3 11 470 405 65 RY, 
1,068/ 1,008 922 69 1? 13 27 837 593 296 | ....ME,E 
229 217 186 23 8 1 11 133 91 62 MIM 
605 583 546 37 - 5 17 410 348 62 . OM, N 
498 475 412 63 - 3 20 290 222 68 ..0H,S 
238 209 178 25 6 ‘ 24 116 92 26 THE 
393 371 212 153 ‘ 7 15 173 134 * THM 
408 387 358 2 3 3 18 332 257 5 | TWH 


€S2 


TABLE O-1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AWD TERMINATED DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1988 


PEWOING JULY 1, 1987 


COMMENCED 


ORIGINAL PROCEEDINGS 


CIRCUIT TOTAL 
AND won- Cc MI SDE- RE- |TRANS- 
DISTRICT TOTAL | FUGITIVE | FUGITIVE MENCED | TOTAL | FELONY | MEAWOR | OTHER®! OPENS®| FERS 
7TH... 1,476 1,157 519 3,172 | 2,098 | 2,630 456 12 23 $1 
Maas 946 602 344 1,276 | 1,257 | 1,163 92 2 7 12 
,C., 139 120 19 277 273 239 33 1 ° 4 
112 760 30 289 278 245 32 i 6 5 
ie 193 144 49 378 360 343 16 1 5 13 
be, S 98 7 22 554 5ee 277 268 1 2 6 
WI §& 142 107 35 230 218 206 6 2 2 10 
WIo4 cy 32 14 168 166 157 9 - 1 1 
41, 1,362 980 382 2,931 | 2,844) 2,297 $19 28 30 
AR, E 84 65 19 245 233 215 13 5 2 10 
AR,W 33 31 J 151 143 115 28 ° 2 . 
14.4 87 73 14 123 114 104 8 2 2 7 
1A,5 62 33 29 124 121 113 8 ° ° 3 
Lee 251 187 64 455 447 415 27 5 1 7 
MO,E 219 182 37 387 375 338 34 3 e 6 
MO. W 283 163 120 808 798 431 266 1 4 6 
...... 151 115 36 186 177 162 13 2 - 9 
ND... 05 77 we 33 158 147 132 14 1 9 2 
W...... 115 87 28 294 289 272 8 9 * 1 
9TH, 9,570 5,866 3,704 13,024 | 12,610! 7,771 4,499 340 109 305 
M...... 102 69 33 273 269 128 138 3 . - 
LY See 1,029 528 501 1,317 | 1,280) 1,048 229 3 7 30 
CA, 1,087 891 196 1,223; 1,177 825 345 7 9 37 
CA,E 393 255 138 734 716 $21 182 3 ° 18 
Ca,C 1,646 1,016 630 1,658 | 1,537) 1,475 62 ° 26 95 
CA,S 2,726 1,349 1,377 2,263 | 2,236; 1,240 449 147 15 
HI...... 988 586 402 1,660 1,653 235 1.416 ° 5 
ID...... 51 47 . 202 189 145 31 13 5 
MT.... 126 97 29 290 274 235 39 ° 6 
| eee 541 445 96 555 536 463 58 13 . 
OR...... 269 194 75 595 559 $31 27 1 « 
WA, E 176 114 62 481 404 427 35 2 8 
—MW 405 245 160 1,665 1,619 406 8 1,066 147 12 
GUAM 26 3 1 82 81 61 ad ° 
+ 


TABLE Del DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT Couns 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS COMMENCED AWD TERMINATED DURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TERMINATED PEMOING JUNE 3O, 1988 
— — — — —⸗ — — — — — — — 
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PERCENT CHANGE IS COMPUTED OW 10 OR MORE CASES. 

THE COMPREHENSIVE DRUG ABUSE PREVENTION AND CONTROL ACT OF 1970 (PUBLIC LAW 91-513) BECAME EFFECTIVE May 
IWCLUDES ESCAPE FROM CUSTODY, AIDING OR ABETTING AW ESCAPE, FAILURE TO APPEAR IN COURT AND BAIL JUMPING. 
THESE INCLUDE CASES REMOVED FROM STATE COURTS UNDER PROVISION OF THE CIVIL RIGHTS ACT, 28 U.S.C. 1443. 
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CRIMINAL DEFEWDANTS SENTENCED AFTER conviction BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO EMOED JUNE 30, 1988 


TYPE SENTENCE 


WATURE OF OFFENSE 


LARCENY AND THEFT. 
Bam. 
POSTAL. 
INTERSTATE SHIPMENTS. 
OTWER U.S. : 
TRANSPORT ETC, STOLEN PROP. 
OTHER. 


= 
Cece 
— 


EMBEZZLEMENT. 


BAM. 
POSTAL. 
OTHER. 


i 

2 

1 - 
125 a 
20 s 
4 

i 

i 


— 
— 


INCOME TAX. 
LENDING INSTITUTION. 
+ 
ERANS AND ALLOTMENTS. 

SecUMTiES AND EXCHANGE . 

Al SECURITY. 
PASE. PERSONAT ION. 
MATIOMALITY LAMS. 
PASSPORT 


FRAUD. 
FALSE CLAIMS & STATEMENTS. 
OTHE 
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. S88ec8. a8ze |? 
& seurvessces 
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AUTO THEFT. 


ABLE D-S DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER conviction BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TYPE SENTENCE 
REGAAR SENTENCES TO IMPARI SOMMENTI OTWER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
i 13 2 60 
VOTAL TOTAL THRU THRU THRU | MONTHS] AVERAGE SPLIT Y.C.A. 
MATURE OF OFFENSE DEFENDANTS | IMPRIS-| TOTAL 12 35 99 AMD | SENTENCE SEW- | IMDETER- | OR 
SENTENCED | OMMENT | REGULAR | MONTHS | MONTHS | MONTHS | OVER | IM WONTHS2| TENCE | MINATES| Y.0.5 
FORGERY AMD COUNTERFEITING... 1,777 853 631 149 178 166 138 40.3 1% 25 1 
TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES ‘i az 16 3 5 1 7 65.3 4 4 ° 
POSTAL FAV............ i os 66 7 le 21 a2 74.8 16 3 ° 
OTHER FORGERY......600000e 1,033 431 311 103 82 71 55 31.6 108 12 ° 
COUNTERFEITING. .....00eeees 574 315 220 » 7s 73 54 40.7 68 8 1 
8 SEX OFFEASES........ 374 218 165 10 a2 “0 93 97.5 33 15 2 
SEXUAL ABUSE. cc ccccecceeces 107 90 74 e 7 18 43 111.4 5 il sd 
UUs cocccercecceoeccoooce 267 128 91 4 18 22 . 28 4 2 
DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 13, 162 9,983 6,560 708 = 1,466 «861,577 4,809 78.0 1,067 355 1 
BM + 0050000000 000000 4,018 2,414 1,910 302 $00 355 753 $7.3 57 al > 
DRUGS... . cecsssereseeerees 7,629 6,575 5,799 331 628 861,061 3,579 62.9 $15 260 i 
MISCELLAWEOUS GENERAL OFFENSE 6,423 2,569 1,993 471 505 383 634 3.7 498 78 ° 
BRIBERY... ccccesces ee * 179 7% “9 10 16 9 14 $5.6 23 4 a 
DRUNK DRIVING AMO TRAFFIC. . 5,064 275 127 105 ls | be 8.6 148 - ° 
ESCAPE.. $87 $23 450 188 1468 86 8 23.3 50 23 ° 
EXTOAT RACKETEERING THREATS 553 401 327 16 61 77 173 95.2 61 13 ° 
GAMBLING AND LOTTERY....... 157 55 31 10 1s 5 i 20.6 23 1 ° 
— 37 29 2% bad 1 2 23 243.6 a 3 bad 
seeeeeeeeeeeeeer eee 92 35 40 14 % 11 37.4 14 1 bad 
WEAPONS AND FIREARMS. ...... 1,609 1,113 914 119 233 199 363 63.3 166 33 ° 
GUO c ccc cccccccccccceeccce 145 42 29 9 a 6 6 3.7 13 2 2 


TABLE D-S DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TYPE SENTENCE 
PROBATION 
i 13 25 37 
THRU THRU THRU MONTHS AVERAGE 
12 24 260 SENTENCE FIWE 
TOTAL MONTHS MONTHS MONTHS OVER IN MONTHS ONLY OTWERG WATURE OF OFFENSE 
910 83 189 310 328 39.0 ll 3 FORGERY AND COUNTERFEITING. 
10 2 2 7 47.1 * TRANSPORT FORGED SECURITIES 
52 i 3 22 2% *.7 1 - POSTAL FORGERY. 
595 72 137 198 1 %.9 5 a OTHER FORGERY. 
253 ‘ “9 107 42.1 5 1 COUNTERFEITING. 
154 12 19 50 73 43.5 1 * SEX OFFENSES. 
15 3 i 3 8 43.2 ° ‘ SEXUAL ABUSE. 
139 9 18 47 25 43.6 1 2 OTHER. 
3,042 1,115 2% 671 960 33.4 ag 46 DRUG PREVENTION & CONTROL ACT 
5% gis 1s 271 315 26.9 53 15 MARIHUANA. 
1,199 214 126 320 41.1 27 28 DRUGS . 
7 87 80 106 3s. 9 5 CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES. 
2,7% 1,645 324 410 357 21. 3,071 47 MISCELLANEQUS GEWERAL OFFENSE 
1 BRIBERY 
26 ORUMK DRIVING AND TRAFFIC. 
7 ESCAPE. 
i EXTORT RACKETEERING THREATS 
° GAMBLING AND LOTTERY. 
. KIDNAPPING. 
2 PERJURY. 
d WEAPONS AND FIREARMS. 
1 OTHER. 


TABLE D-S DEFEWOANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMIWAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TYPE SENTENCE 


REGULAR SENTENCES TO IMPRISONMENT) OTHER SENTENCES 
TO IMPRISONMENT 


WATURE OF OFFENSE 


SPECIAL OFPFEWSES......sesseeeee 
IMMIGRATION LAWS... .sseeeeees 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE.... 
FEDERAL STATUTES......+seeees 
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AGRICULTURAL ACTS. 

ANTITRUST VIOLATIONS....... 
FOOD AND DRUG ACT. eeeeeeeee 
MIGRATORY BIRD LAWS........ 
MOTOR CARRIER ACT. cecccceee 
WATIGWAL DEFENSE LANWS...... 
CIVIL RIGHTS... cccccccceses 
CONT eeeeeeveeeeeeeeeeeee 
CUSTOMS  SPPYTTTTTTTrT eee 
ahaa LM ec cc cccccccccccce 
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TABLE 0-5 DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS SENTENCED AFTER CONVICTION BY OFFENSE DURING THE TWELVE WONTH PERIOD EMDED JUNE 30, 1988 


TYPE SENTENCE 


PROBATION 


i 13 
THRU THRU 

12 24 
MONTHS MONTHS 


37 
MONTHS AVERAGE 
AND SENT - 


Seige 


SPECIAL OFFENSES. 
IMMIGRATION LAWS. 
LIQUOR, INTERNAL REVENUE. 
FEDERAL STATUTES. 


— 


= 
se 
ew Ef 8 
wri Swear ' — 
— 
>. > 8 


civit RIGHTS. 
CONTEMPT. 


— 
- BNF BH 


— 


— — 


18 


CUSTOMS LANS. 
POSTAL LAWS. 
OTHER 


52 
3 
a 
3 
2 
‘ 1 
3 
8 
66 
17 


esessrs 
NUNC Ow~ 


tex 


zs 


198 


—5398 SENTENCES OF MORE roe 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO BE FOLLOWED 
BY A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 

EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES, INDETERMINATE SENTENCES, YOUTH 
CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFEMDER SENTENCES, AMD LIFE SEWYVENCES 


INCLUDED IN THE CATEGORY OF OTHER. 

A SPLIT SEWTEWCE IS A SENTENCE OW A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS OR LESS 
IM A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION FOLLOWED GY A TERM OF PROBATION, 186 U.S.C. 3691. 
INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 
MONTHS OR LESS OW 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM GF PROGATION OW 1 OR 
MORE OTHER COUNTS. 

TITLE 18 U.3.C. 4205 6 (1) AMD (2). 

TITLE 18 U.$.C. $010 (B)(C). 

INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPRISONMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR 
LESS OR FOR TI \E ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AND SUSPENDED FINES, AMD LIFE 


Yay 


TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 19868 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 


TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL JURY TRIAL 
MEDI ANe MEDIANS MEDI ANe MEDI Ane MEDI AMe 


CIRCUIT 
AND 


DISTRICT WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) (MOS. ) (MOS. ) 
TOTAL... $2,791 3.6 8,367 3.6 37,514 3.4 
1,070 
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TABLE D-6 DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 (ALL OFFENSES REPORTED) 


enamet TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL 

AND MEDI AN® MEDIANS MEDI AN® MEDI AN® 
DISTRICT NUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) WUMBER | (MOS. ) NUMBER | (MOS. ) 

4TH... 6,656 4 1,436 1 4,125 2.9 628 > 
D...... 1,047 4.1 149 2.2 791 3.9 17 4.6 6.8 
we,€ 985 1 478 1 42a a | 32 1 5.8 
WC,M... 255 3.6 22 3.9 194 3.7 - - 3.5 
WCW 451 3.4 61 3.4 325 3.0 4 ° 5.2 
See 394 3.7 56 2.3 309 3.9 i - 6.0 
VA,E... 2,780 1.5 585 8 1,491 1.7 569 1 3.3 
VA,H... 56 5.5 31 6.1 191 5.2 1 - 6.5 
WYV,W... 195 5.2 16 8.9 155 4.3 4 - 9.1 
WV,S.. 293 4.3 38 5.3 235 4.0 - - 6.0 

5TH. 5,764 3.5 959 4.4 4,188 3.3 44 3.5 5.0 
LA,E... 5% 3.5 47 2.8 438 3.5 2 ° 4.0 
LA. M. 79 4.8 7? - 65 4.8 1 - - 
LA,M.. 231 3.3 a4 3.7 167 3.1 5 - 6.3 
MS,N.. 120 4.8 13 3.9 64 4.6 2 - 5.4 
MS,S.... 242 5.0 39 5.6 181 4.5 . © 5.7 
TX,M.... B46 4.1 174 4.5 566 3.7 3 - 6.8 
TX,E eee 211 3.9 40 7.3 139 2.9 * al 9.2 
TX,S.. 2,170 3.2 368 2.3 1,594 3.2 aé 2.8 4.3 
TX,W 1,329 3.5 227 = 14.8 954 3.1 49 3.8 4.7 

6TH... 3,942 4.3 393 5.4 3,104 3.9 52 4.6 5.9 
KY,E.... 242 5.3 2 10.4 154 4.8 1 - 6.1 
KYW. 564 2.5 87 4.1 400 2.5 21 2.9 4.7 
MI,€.... 988 4.9 93 9.8 792 4.6 ib 6.1 5.9 
MI,W 207 3.6 17 2.2 174 3.5 1 5.4 
OH,N... 546 5.0 25 7.5 465 4.9 3 - 7.3 
OH,S.. 465 3.6 33 2.3 365 3.6 4 - 4.8 
TH,E.... 203 3.7 18 6.9 148 3.4 1 ° 6.1 
TW,M.... 367 3.8 50 5.7 292 3.6 3 - 6.2 
TWH. 360 5.2 31 7.6 274 4.8 ? - 7.3 
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TABLE O-6 DEFEMDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO DISPOSITION OF CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY DISTRICT 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD EMDED AME 30, 1968 (Ali OFFENSES REPORTED) 


TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF GUILTY COURT TRIAL Am TRIAL 
MED] Ate MEDI Awe MEDI Abe OED I Aine 


CIRCUIT 
uO 


A 
DISTRICT (MBS. ) (WBS. ) (BS. ) 
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TABLE O-6 DEFEMDANTS U.S. DISTRICT CouaTs 


MEDIAN TIME INTERVALS FROM FILING TO OLSPESITION OF Prey ev elsTaicT 
Gunine Tel TL vE MaeTH penton AM 39, i908 rit Sorenets 1) 
— TOTAL DISMISSED PLEA OF @uLTy | cComT TRA =| 3 amy Tela 
AND 
O1STRICT 
107 2,782 3.8 $82 1,97 22 7” 29 ane a 
a $608.2 100 64 “as 02. 2 ° a0. 
or ae we 1222.3 84.0 ’ ° 0 8604.3 
re $68 ty) ar a?) 4 i . “04D 
On.w.. 208 4.1 20 4.5 163 3.7 + ad 21 6.5 
OK E.. 1062.4 2 861.9 622.2 . ° 2) «3.8 
OK... in 13 va 63s 3 ° ee i) 
_—. 7*4 34 i 34 an 
oo ” 3.9 10 4b 7” 2.9 i . , ° 
11TH 7,605 «3.1 Tae Fe $,259 2.8 959 1 1,022 6.2 
AL,W.. 432 1.¢ a5 2.4 3S 1.6 6 ad 21 2.7 
AL.h.. 7?) 3.1 ee 20 = 8.1 ’ ° a. 3.8 
ell 25S 20 34 25 «3.3 . . m 4.1 
FL. he Ta ie) 06 1.8 2508.1 s . 7 4.3 
FL. ae i) 2 48 7) ae el 4 : 4348 
fL.S... 2,320 «5.3 MeOC«dSs«G 1.3% 6.0 7”) 6.2 306.9 
AlN... e037 2 864.6 33 13 a es 56.8 
Ga... 1,066 a “ 66s 1,295 ĩ ve 4 % 8608.2 
— 2.8 s 1.6 2222.7 ii 43 4145 


© MEDIANS COMPUTED ONLY KOYERE THERE ARE 10 OR MORE DEFENDANTS. 
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TABLE D-7 DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AWE 30, 1968 


CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED TVPE SENTENCE 


CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT By wOLO a 
AML: PLEA OF Cow- FIME 
OISTRICT @ILTY OWLY 
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TABLE D-? DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOMING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE WONTW PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


TVPE SENTENCE (COWTIMUED) 


J REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTWER SENTENCES| PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 


SPLIT | 1MDE- vCA CIRCUIT 
TERMI ~ 


TOTAL i 13 
IMPRIS- THRU | THRU 
ONMENT 


ant SE SEW- ow AND t 
TOTAL2 12 3s 59 TEMCES| MATES | YVO6 DISTRICT 


22,473 | 17,608 | 3,070 3,72) : 4,014 ass 2,621 . «+ TOTAL 
344 37 21 TTT? — 


—A 
OAm — Nwewoo ~ 


seusss|s 


TABLE O-7 DEFEWDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 39, 1988 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AMO SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 
CIRCUIT by by 
AMO o1s- PLEA OF FINE 
DISTRICT wisseo | court | suv GUILTY COURT | JURY ONLY 
n. 1,438 116 4,096 514 9 783 
WO... 149 2 6 7106 4 1s * 63 3 
“c,t.... 80 10 ‘ 433 1 22 31 96 2 
CM. 22 . ů 194 . . 28 1 3 
uC. M... 61 ° il 318 ? ‘ 30 ? i 
—* 56 . 5 307 2 1 20 ’ 1 
vA.é... $85 102 31 1,481 10 67 104 592 17 
VA.H.. 1 4 ‘ 188 7 1 25 r 2 
wih. 6 ° 2 154 1 ‘ 18 ‘ > 
ws... rr) ° i 234 1 ° 19 i . 
5TH... 1 27 125 4,147 rr 57 406 a2 16 
~ oa a7 ° ’ 433 5 i 0 10 . 
a... ? . H +s - 1 4 i . 
6 wr 1 5 164 3 6 10 ‘ 2 
WSN. 13 . ? 84 . 2 16 . 1 
MS. 5. * 10 181 . . 12 . . 
TKN. 176 1 4 564 2 2 9 10 1 
TE... ‘i . , 138 1 . 22 1 . 
5... 9 ? 51 1,583 11 15 134 10 ‘ 
1K 227 rT ’ 935 19 1 90 rv 4 
6TH. 393 1s % 3,076 28 Py 297 133 3 
KY, € 9 ° ’ 159 1 1 ” 2 . 
KY a? 8 u 91 : 3 40 64 ° 
MILE $9 8 21 790 7 ‘ Prt 18 1 
MILK... 17 . ‘ 170 rt i 11 $ ° 
OW. 25 1 ? 480 5 2 2% 1s 1 
OH, S. 33 ° . 383 2 r 34 13 1 
THLE ů 14 47 1 ° 22 3 . 
8 50 . é 289 3 3 16 ’ . 
THM. 31 . 10 273 1 3 43 5 ° 


TABLE D~7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFEMDANTS SWONING YYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWOED JUNE 30, 1988 


TVPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 
REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTHER SENTENCE PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPAIS 
TOTAL | 13 be 60 AVG. | SPLIT | INDE- YCA 1 13 2s N AVG. CIACUIT 
IWPRIS- THRU | THRU | THRU | AMD SEN- | SEN- | TERMI- oR THRU | THRU | THRU | AMD SEN- 
TOTAL2 ad 25 59 OVER | TENCED| TENCES| MATES vos | TOTAL 12 24 » OVER | TENCE OrsvaicT 

2,170 1,586 315 304 26 653 69.3 $12 72 ° ,027 657 313 392 45 8 29.0 ++ 04TH 
: 491 334 61 164) = 80.2 119 ws - 323 be ag 92 S84 629.4 covee 
182 a] 13 9 21 $6 121.3 74 9 - 205 109 * 35 $2 27.5 ooo eMC, € 
168 195 27 29 27 72 = 70.6 1i 2 ° $1 3 3 6 37) 080.7 coe ACM 
216 205 26 nv $2 ss 674.8 10 i - 155 25 17 42 72 «41.3 ooo MCW 
155 130 17 ae ww 46 66 4 18 7 4 165 7 8 47 103 49.5 coves SC 
602 602 135 69 69 109 7 194 7 = 651 619 195 50 27.) —s «6.9 sees VALE 
93 67 5 4 17 0 8076.8 22 4 - 114 6 21 oe 23. O71 ooo VAM 
9 77 10 7 17 42 78..7 12 7 * 61 2 & 23 $0 49.0 coe VM 
i71 117 1s Py] 20 33 53.6 52 2 - 82 4 5 29 4 6.5 +o WV,S$ 

3,024 2,449 416 571 479 63 «660.7 $21 53 1 11,931 116 173 $19 7230 44.2 ++ STH 
251 225 30 69 42 7%) 31.60 24 219 11 ar 92 79 ~=«641.1 soeekA,E 
4 43 11 10 10 12 $0.4 ° ? 25 ° 1 9 49.9 ooeekA,M 
70 42 4 11 22 78.1 28 > bad 103 e 18 BO 49 44.3 ooo ekA Wt 
11 5a 7 19 21 16 9.60 13 - © 28 ° 2 18 8 42.0 ooo MSM 
126 4 il 13 18 $3 68.1 3 - 67 a 3 20 a 8646.0 ooo MB,S 
479 407 a 64 as 218 «685.7 50 21 i 157 12 13 53 79 41 ove TK 
113 V 5 17 17 59 92.2 15 ? al 47 1 7 § 30 49.8 ooeet KE 
1,178 903 191 263 161 248 645.3 269 6 * 349 ag 42 223 2560 = 45.3 ooo TK,S 
6 $76 116 104 101 257) 0S 65.3 92 21 © 336 50 50 65 1710s 43.2 ooee TK, 

2,014 1,954 251 435 364 904 = 8.1 376 63 1 {1,268 355 303 376 251 3.0 ++ 6TH 
15¢@ 114 17 24 41 49.5 42 > ad 233 1867 18 6 22 1 > | ooo KY,M 
oh 477 80 191 108 6 41.4 114 4 - 211 12 ef BS 47) 38.4 ooo MIE 
87 71 14 19 14 24 «48.4 14 2 * 95 7 32 41 18 4 coe MIM 
267 205 14 $3 60 78 «61.1 41 20 1 230 13 61 100 56 ol «++ OHM 

296 224 31 ‘3 88 66.2 70 4 - 111 19 16 “5 31 «64.0 +++ OH, 
125 93 15 1g 21 4a 66.4 2% 6 aad 42 4 5 13 20 43.4 eee WE 
132 94 26 20 19 29 46 36 2 170 81 31 25 33 26.4 coe e THM 
154 142 25 “§ 23 U4.60 11 1 - 160 29 75 at 8 2.7 oo THM 


1h 


TABLE D-7 DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHONING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE WONTW PERIOD ENDED AWE 30, 1968 


WOT CONVICTED 


CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED 
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TVPE SENTENCE 


FIME 
OMLY 
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TABLE D-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
OISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TVPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWOED JUNE 30, 1988 


TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 


REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) GTWER SENTENCES PROBATION (MONTHS ) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 


de 60 IMDE- | YCA 25 37 CIRCUIT 
THRU TERMI- | OR THRU | AND AWO 
59 MATES | YO6 ye OVER DISTRICT 
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Eleecutlf + 
'iienee i s@ 
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7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


TABLE O- 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTENCE BY DISTRICT OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 


WOT CONVICTED CONVICTED AMO SENTENCED TYPE SENTENCE 
ACQUITTED CONVICTED 

CIRCUIT TOTAL By wOLo BY 

ANO DEF EN- O1s- PLEA OF Con- FINE i 
DISTRICT $ TOTAL | MISSED CouRT JUAY TOTAL | GUILTY | TENOERE COURT JURY a 2: s OTHER 

10TH... 2,782 580 52% 5 “9 2,202 1,961 14 22 205 218 12 
560 111 100 i 10 449 414 1 i 33 3 
— 009 128 122 2 4 281 244 4 ? % 27 1 
WH. cease 584 143 128 - 1s 441 387 - i 53 4 a 
OK,M.... 208 23 20 + 3 185 161 2 « 18 4 - 
OK,E... 106 27 23 - 4 79 61 i - 17 2 - 
OK,W.... $37 72 64 - a 465 427 ‘ 4 29 113 J 
— 279 6 59 2 ® 213 188 - 4 20 23 - 
— 9 10 10 - - 89 79 - 1 4 2 : 

11TH... 7,605 1,211 765 222 224 6,394 4,926 333 337 798 1,218 32 
AL,M... 432 54 a 3 7 378 355 7 15 13 i 
AL,M.... 317 77 $7 1 19 240 209 - 6 23 27 - 
AL,S.... 275 28 22 . 7 247 214 1 - 32 i - 
FL,M.. 359 70 53 3 14 289 225 - 5 59 23 i 
FL,M... 955 85 62 i 22 870 745 - 4 121 17 2 
FL,S... 2,320 481 we 7 120 1,839 1,374 2 mw 433 17 14 
GA,M.... 754 % 72 7 20 549 25 4 75 47 10 
GA,M.... 1,664 253 45 199 9 1,611 1,057 278 269 7 1,091 2 
GA,S... 329 67 55 4 a 262 198 24 7 33 19 2 


TABLE 0-7 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DISPOSITION OF ALL DEFENDANTS SHOWING TYPE OF SENTEWCE BY DISTRICT DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


TYPE SENTENCE (CONTINUED) 
REGULAR IMPRISONMENT (MONTHS) OTWER SENTENCES} PROBATION (MONTHS) 
TO IMPRISONMENT 
TOTAL 1 13 M 60 AVG. | SPLIT | INDE- YCA i 13 2s 7 AVG. CIRCUIT 
IMPRIS- THRU | THRU | THRU | AMD SEN- | SEN- | TERMI- oR THRU | THRU] THRU; AND SEn- AND 
TOTAL2 12 4 59 OVER TEWCES| MATES vos | TOTAL 12 as he OVER | TEWCES | OISTRICT 
1,148 942 149 290 202 301 8656.0 206 - © Bae 219 153 219 2330 «= 32.8 +» 10TH 
240 201 34 76 N $4 61.8 n” * * 164 34 19 44 47)—s«331.8 oveee GO 
150 110 10 a6 41 49.5 0 - ° 103 uM 13 31 28 31.1 oooee KS 
319 271 48 81 63 79 4. 2 ad 109 2 23 260 24 32. coeee MM 
72 e 19 20 27 70.6 14 - - 5 5 14 61 46. ooo OM 
af 44 3 8 12 19 6135.8 * - - 29 1 5 10 13 441.8 ooo eM, E 
186 182 24 43 » $1 56.7 34 baad bead 166 83 b 32 15 22.90 ooo OK 
6? 57 13 20 9 40.4 12 ad 7 121 11 26 41 43 38.7 sooo UT 
Ww 50 4 9 8 3 1s 48.5 1g all S 37 5 16 11 5 29.7 coeee eV 
2 3,170 2,762 258 375 490 1,679 686.0 371 37 - 11,977 719 230 412 6160 «= 31.2 + 11TH 
169 1460 a2 27 % 9s 458.7 ay © - 195 75 18 20 64 31.2 .AM 
95 7% 23 12 19 20 46.0 21 - - 118 13 Mu 10 «= 23.3 ooo cAL Mt 
13% 1 1 ae 67 90.3 34 * ad 106 1 31 70 90. 4 
176 12 12 110 «9.2 ° - 11 il 20 18 638.4 ooo PLM 
620 5e8 55 77 64.6 50 2 ° 231 26 37 $2 11460 42.4 + oFL LM 
286 19 34 170 90.2 20 34 ° 54 ay 110 38.8 ooo GA, 
83 70 21 5 10 4 8668.6 13 * 475 428 13 4 2% 10.2 ooo GAM 
165 141 19 13 35 7% 69.5 23 1 % 26 15 5 3% 8633.3 ooeeGA,$ 
1. INCLUDES DEPORTATION, SUSPENDED SENTENCES, IMPRISOMMENT FOR FOUR DAYS OR 
LESS OR FOR TIME ALREADY SERVED, REMITTED AMD SUSPENDED FINES AMD LIFE SENTENCES. 
2. INCLUDES SENTENCES OF MORE THAN 6 MONTHS WHICH ARE TO BE FOLLOWED 
BY A TERM OF PROBATION (MIXED SENTENCES). 
3. WOT COMPUTED WHERE NUMBER IMPRISONED LESS THAN 25. EXCLUDES SPLIT SENTENCES 
INDETERMINATE SENTENCES AND YOUTH CORRECTIONS ACT/OFFENDER SENTENCES. 
4. A SPLIT SENTENCE IS A SENTENCE ON A 1 COUNT INDICTMENT OF 6 MONTHS OR LESS 
IM A JAIL TYPE INSTITUTION, FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION, 18 U.S.C. 3651. 
INCLUDED IN THESE FIGURES ARE MIXED SENTENCES INVOLVING CONFINEMENT FOR 6 
MONTHS OR LESS OW 1 COUNT, TO BE FOLLOWED BY A TERM OF PROBATION OW 1 OR 
MORE OTHER COUNTS. 
S. TITLE 18 U.S.C. 4205 B (1) AMD (2). 
6. TITLE 16 U.S.C. $010 (B)(C). 
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E D-6 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMIMAL CASES reMDING OM JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 
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TABLE D-i CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING Ow JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 


GENERAL OF FENSES—-CONT I NUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
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ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 
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TABLE O-8 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


CIRCUIT 
AWO EMBEZ- AUTO 
OISTRICT TOTAL HOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 
4TH... 2,310 7 6 45 3 186 62 289 24 
D.... 432 3 19 ¢ * 31 11 65 4 
we,€.... 229 3 5 3 - % a 23 1 
WC,M... 1% Sd 18 1 © 4 5 26 2 
WCW... 133 - e 9 10 2 29 4 
86..... 235 - 7 - * 17 12 4) 10 
VA,E... 799 1 4 26 1 76 12 53 2 
VA,H. eee 105 al 4 ” bad 2 * 15 6 
MVM... 116 - i - i 2 2 12 i 
WV,S.... 125 * - 1 3 e 22 6 
STH... 3,705 3 be 27 3 144 79 535 26 
LA,E.... 264 ad 5 1 * 16 11 40 3 
LA,M.... a2 - - - - e 2 11 * 
LA.M. eee 9* ° @ 5 ° 14 7 ae 1 
MS,M.... 59 * 5 1 : 3 7 17 e 
MS,S.... 144 - 1 2 - 2 6 $1 * 
TX, Waosee 4% - 9 1 ° 39 15 34 6 
TX,€.. 97 * 3 1 - a ? 43 1 
TH,S.... 1,816 2 4 13 i 29 16 173 11 
TX, Mewes 711 1 § 3 2 41 10 90 6 
6TH... 1,887 * 40 23 3 291 98 Mi : 
KY,E.... 109 4 2 * 4 16 5 
KY Wows 300 - ? 7 1 138 6 31 2 
MI,E.... 431 - 2 6 1 33 15 Be a 
MI 7H. eee 79 - 3 1 aad 2 10 19 So 
OH,M.... 294 - 10 - * 26 24 70 15 
OH,S... 230 - 7 1 i 29 11 s° 7 
TW, 93 * * - 27 6 15 1 
TW,M.... 127 2 2 * 17 11 20 5 
TW,M... 224 - 3 4 - 13 9 _ 5 


77 


ABLE D-6 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING OM JUNE 30, 1968 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


80€ 


GENERAL OF FENSES—CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 
AND CONTROL - anO IMMI- AGARI- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- | MARI- WAR- LED Sus- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL 
FEITING HUANA COTICS | STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LARS acts LAMSe GTWER | OISTRICT 
89 200 of a? 165 372 67 128 10 6 a 78 | ...4TH 
7 5 ” a 21 63 4 11 * i 3 12 | wees OD 
12 35 31 6 11 34 3 9 1 bad = 8 eee WCE 
13 3 28 6 7 * 8 $ 1 - * 2...M.M 
18 6 Pa) a 6 3 2 bed sal © > ¢ ee | 
14 26 26 2 a4 e 11 32 1 * 3 7 | coves SC 
21 73 88 25 47 271 22 4&4 3 1 2 27 | ....VA,E 
3 6 9 5 31 1 2 9 > a ad a eee VAL 
2 6 71 1 3 bead 4 G ad al baad 1 ove MVM 
2 12 35 4 1 - 7 4 - - 3 |... .MV,S 
% 627 $17 183 228 12 455 91 514 5 5 118 | ...5TH 
12 27 72 17 é aa 5 13 20 1 i 12 eer -LA,E 
* * 1 * 2 2 4 baal bad a aad eee -LA,M 
7 13 3 1 3 © 2 9 1 aad ad 6 eee LA, 
2 5 7 1 5 aa 1 4 * * nad 1 eee MS, 
3 14 17 11 7 bl 5 15 3 ad a 3 eee MS, $ 
20 31 89 a 39 i 66 8 20 2 1 19 | ..+.TK,M 
a 7 9 8 5 * 2 5 2 © - 4 | «+0 TK,E 
24 4 205 55 113 4 307 20 370 2 * 59 ... . rx. 
a 126 114 64 4% 7 5 13 98 e 1 13 | ....TX,W 
74 126 407 44 138 23 53 72 18 5 a 63 | ...6TH 
6 10 24 e 8 - 6 7 - * - 3 | .+MYV,E 
2 27 30 13 9 2 2 12 - 2 : 10 | ....KY,M 
12 32 125 & 38 1 17 16 14 i « 12 | ...-MI,€ 
3 4g 10 * § bead 3 5 1 1 ° 3 eee MI P| 
2 3? 56 1 35 * a 15 2 a 1 15 ++ OHM 
13 ld 60 a 13 2 & 2 > a 2 § eee -0H,S 
7 18 1 4 3 1 4 a * ad ⸗ ... . a3 
14 a 9 3 ¢ is 3 7 - i 1 6 | «+. 7H, 
15 15 77 7 17 - ? 4 1 ° - 9 | ....7TMM 
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TABLE DO-6 CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 
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TABLE De® CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMTWAL CASES PENDING OW JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GEWERS| OFFERSES--COWT I MUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 


FORGERY WEAPONS 
AnD COWTROL - AMO IMAI - AGRI ~ CIRCUIT 
~ | MARI- WAR~ LED suB- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL 
FEITING HUANA COTICS | STAWCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTWER LAMS acts (Anse OTWER | OISTRICT 
93 60 375 20 103 a 34 63 22 2 12 60 | ...77H 
64 15 233 2 67 i ll n is - 10 eee TL, 
bd 20 32 4 7 « ® . 1 a i 5 occenben 
5 9 14 4 7 S 2 7 1 aad 1 re | oe | 
ll 7 14 1 7 1 2 7 a aad bad 4 ooo Iti 
5 7 il 2 5 bd © 2 9 S e 2 oo INS 
3 2 32 1 , | 2 ? 1 - i 5 -o MILE 
1 ° 15 2 i i § ° 1 2 - 2 ones eB yt 
“5 34 259 32 70 oe 54 4) 11 , 1 29 | «...8TH 
3 9 ll 3 5 ° 3 * 1 ° 3 | «+e ARE 
3 2 2 1 4 3 1 ‘ 2 - - 1 eee At 
1 2 le 1 3 1 2 2 * 2 ‘ ool, u 
5 4 12 1 J 2 2 1 - - 1 —3 
. 61 6 ll ° 21 3 od 1 1 rrr | 
8 2 49 4 23 ° . s 2 1 ° 9) «++ OE 
4 i ae 3 a 41 9 3 1 1 ⸗ 3 ~+ MO," 
3 4 is 5 1 1 4 6 3 * —HA 
1 ‘ 2 ? - ‘ 5 1 1 - DL icceee MO 
- 7 is 6 J 2 ’ 1 4 - - vee SD 
243 1% 1,065 251 243 632 See 1a 549 se 23 293 9TH 
1 14 2 7 . 5 - 1 . 15 - 3 + AK 
ll 209 61 ‘ 2 2 107 31 a i 1 9 | ccces Al 
5 38 121 26 19 70 25 27 ll 3 ‘ 9) 64 CAM 
9 14 49 31 21 il 13 e2 19 2 2 15 | ...CA,E 
21 371 282 90 2 4 306 25 351 3 5 68 «CAS 
3 17 22 2 1 413 ° * 1 J ceeee ell 
2 1 3 1 4 1 1 . 6 5 - Da] seeee DO 
1 2 26 1 10 1 ° > 5 9 - 2 cece en MT 
29 13 43 11 12 * 13 8 3 3 2 re | 
6 12 42 32 16 - 17 7 7 2 - — ccocs -OR 
13 11 105 + 23 * 4 * 19 9 1 4  MA,E 
J 14 60 9 28 116 28 9 9 3 1 +) ee 
a ” 1 ? 1 1 aad 2 a 7 | +++ QUAM 
- 1 - 1 - a 2 ° - ° 1 oe MT 


TABLE D-é CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING OW JUNE 30, 1968 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 
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TABLE O-6@ CASES. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL CRIMINAL CASES PENDING OM JUNE 30, 1968 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GEMERAL OFFENSES~-CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 
DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 
aN CONTROL - ANO IMMI- AGRI - CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- | MARI- waR- LED sus- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL 
FEITING MUAMA COTICS | STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTWER LAMS acts M. S- OTHER DISTRICT 
41 104 203 67 7 64 50 65 11 2 29 | ..10TH 
2 13 ss 3 ) 19 ‘ a ‘ 2 - eee 
8 4 22 8 is 7 5 * i 21 iceeee MS 
* 33 62 12 17 v 29 12 $2 3 bead 7 eeeee A] 
14 2 13 8 7 e 4 5 1 aad bad 3 seer 4 
1 1 1 . ° - ° - 1 - ~ | soe OH, 8 
7 7? 32 6 7 23 6 7 © ° = 2 eeee A] 
3 16 31 5 5 12 1 ll J 3 i 9 cecee UT 
bad 3 7 * 1 4 1 2 1 2 bd 1 eeeee WY 
ine 388 1,040 65 29 6s Bae 106 oe 8 6 133; ..11TH 
10 9 13 2 le 3 10 ⸗ ⸗ - 4] seeeAl 
9 11 7 $ 22 9 2 * © 1 eee ALM 
4 18 15 7 J * 2 a » 2 nad 1 eee AL,S 
2 18 55 é 4 - $7 9 > 2 ed 4 eee FL,w@ 
27 34 141 11 is 7 16 17 2 © 3 9] vee Pl 
16 14 7% 6 31 2 12 14 2 o 2 12 eee eGAt 
3 3 il | 9 § 1 i - - e S| .++eGA,M 
‘ 13 21 2 1 23 7 4 bad 4 a 1 eee 4 


® OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING WON-MAILABLE MATERIAL 
AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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TABLE D-®. DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT CounTs 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING OW ANE 30, 1968 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 


GEWERAL OFFENSES 
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TABLE 0-9 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS 


PENDING ON JUNE 


. DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GEWERAL OF FENSES-—-CONT 1 MUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


FORGERY WEAPONS 
ANO CONTROL - AND 1MMI- AGRI- 
COUNTER- | MARI- WAR~ | LED SUB-| FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL 
FEITING | MUAMA | COTICS| STAWCES TRAFFIC | ESCAPE OTHER LANS ACTS LAMSe OTHER | DISTRICT 
———— — — 
678 1,614 5,514 675 612 645 258 1,057 621 130 70 1,086 |...TOTAL 
? 7 199 il 7 - 7 ry 1 3 - 12 
10 20 173 17 27 ry * ry 13 - - 42 
2 ? 20 2 4 3 — i 4 ~ - i 
w 3 9 6 14 20 3 2 57 - - - Ma 
> ; 4 a i ; . ’ 1 . ° ° 1 
> ‘ - 70 - - - 2 7 2 
67 2 1,045 57 os i ‘ 202 22 - 21 101 
3 2 2 7 - 20 2 — i 2 
- - 68 6 3 - - ‘ 4 - . 5 
n 12 490 ” 20 2 rT] . - il 55 
21 2 419 J 20 1 J 55 4 - 7 20 
4 10 21 4 2 - - 27 3 - 2 19 
- - 11 - 2 . - 3 3 - - 
| 32 38 1% 4 19 10 14 73 5 5 4 70 
o - 8 oe o o- o e - o = o 
10 J 1% 12 4 6 - 50 . 4 4 40 
8 & 35 18 3 - 3 12 2 - - 3 
4 2 4 i 4 4 1 1 - - 15 
2 1 33 8 2 - 3 1 - . - 3 
. 16 22 1 a - 3 4 2 2 - 1 
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TABLE 0-9. DEFEWOANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PEWOING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 
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TABLE 0-9. DEFEMDANTS U.S. OISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AWO DISTRICT 


GENERAL OFFENSES—CONTINUED SPECIAL OFFENSES 


FORGERY 
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TABLE 0-9. DEFEWOANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


ZLe 


GEMERAL OFFENSES 

CIRCUIT 
EMBEZ- AUTO 
DISTRICT TOTAL WOMICIDE | ROBBERY ASSAULT BURGLARY | LARCENY ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 
7TH... 1,191 a 22 7 a 70 64 206 6 
IL,M.... 650 - 11 1 * 55 54 169 sd 
IL,C... 110 ° i - - 2 * 26 1 
IL,S.. . 73 2 ? 3 ad 3 ? 7 1 
IW, Me... it - * i - e 3 33 3 
IW,$.... 77 baad 5 1 all 4 2 12 ? 
WI,E.... bo © 5 i - 3 * J 
M.. 27 baa baad baa @ 1 1 10 1 
STH... 651 a 22 19 1 Mb 14 139 2 
ARE... Se ° 5 e - 2 q 21 1 
AR, HM. . x ? 3 aa ? a ad 2 © 
IA, M... 60 1 - a - 9 * 
IA,$. 31 - - - - 1 - 7 - 
on *eeee 95 ad 2 2 e ? 3 16 ad 
WO,E... 140 - 3 * - 3 d 33 - 
“Oo, ee 104 aad 4 1 8 5 32 © 
WE.... 47 - a - * 3 1 * 
WD.... 25 1 1 1 1 1 - 7 1 
$O..... 58 1 ? 14 - 7 - 6 - 
9TH. §,310 ae 233 “a 14 295 169 908 16 
AK... ee 0G = 3 bd = Jj 1 10 » 
AZecvcs 332 P 8 ® 1 13 7 M * 
Ca,W 849 2 26 1 2 50 4 164 1 
CA,E.. 208 é 11 2 1 7 * 37 1 
ca,C.. 1,109 11 108 10 3 a 31 247 - 
CA,S... 1,189 4 26 15 7 41 9 107 i 
HI... 162 - * 1 2 11 1 30 - 
er $1 a > 1 - 5 2 12 4 
MT. wees 95 & 2 * 5 - 18 - 
WV... 44. ° 244 14 3 * 28 13 156 12 
OR...... 173 i 19 4 * 14 4 18 - 
WA,E.... 1465 - i - a 13 - 18 - 
WA,W.... oar - 13 2 2 19 3 se * 
GUAM. ef 1 bd > bad * ad > 1 b 
WMI..... 16 7 - i - * * 1 


TABLE D-9. DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AMD DISTRICT 
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TABLE 0-9. 
ALL TAIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


DEFEWOANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


GENERAL OFFENSES 


CIRCUIT 
EMBET- AuTo 

DISTRICT TOTAL | HOMICIDE | ROBBERY | ASSAULT | SURGLARY | LARCENY | ZLEMENT FRAUD THEFT 

10TH. 724 10 23 2 | - 30 1s 143 26 

= 3 

9 91 - 4 3 - 5 2 13 - 
onary 101 - ? 2 | - 3 ‘ 27 — 
we. eeee 223 | 2 5 > 3 ? 29 23 
OK,N. . 59 1 1 bd = 2 ? 22 aad 
OK, 10 - 1 = - . 1 1 ° 
OK,H. . 82 2 7 1 > 9 * 15 1 
UT... . 118 4 & 4 4 5 1 25 © 
WY... 40 - 2 é - 3 - 11 - 

LITH. 2,222 2 56 13 1 62 4s 5 18 
AL, 103 - 2 2 . = 2 10 - 
AL, . a6 ? 1 1 ? 7 ° 9 e 
AL, $ 7% - - - - = 's 1 19 ° 
FL,N . 136 4 3 2 al 3 * 14 
FL,M.. 329 - @ ° - : | 7 49 ‘ 
FL.S.... 1,152 2 22 4 - 14 32 201 2 
GA.N. 247 - a 3 - 16 3 35 10 
GA,M... 62 - - - 1 4 3 14 ~ 
GA,S.... 73 ~ 13 . - 2 | . 4 2 
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TABLE 0-9. DEFENDANTS U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ALL TRIABLE CRIMINAL DEFENDANTS PENDING ON JUNE 30, 1988 BY MAJOR OFFENSE AND DISTRICT 


GENERAL OF FENSES—-CONTINUED 


SPECIAL OFFENSES 


DAPCA (DRUG) LANS 
FORGERY WEAPONS 
and ANO IMMI- aGR!- CIRCUIT 
COUNTER- | MARI- WAR- LED SuB- FIRE- GRATION | CULTURAL | POSTAL an 
FEITING HUAMA COTICS | STANCES ARMS TRAFFIC ESCAPE OTHER LAWS ACTS LANSe OTHER | DISTRICT 
oS Ss — 
18 63 163 2 25 ab 6 aa 28 il - 20 | ..10TH 
ad 7 32 4 ð 6 2 1 baal 9 rs | 
6 5 a4 4 § 12 a 1 * * 2 coeee KS 
4 38 37 il 12 7 1 8 25 2 * —M 
* 1 10 il 3 ° - 1 ad - * 1 | ++ OK 
© al 1 ° 4 * » ° © 1 bead ° +++ 0 OK, € 
e ° 28 4 1 13 > 2 © ad 9 1 oo M. 
2 10 26 2 a 3 ad 4 aad 3 ? 11 eeeeee 
¥ 2 4 3 aad ba 1 1 1 4 ad i 22222 
$1 270 914 eo 69 “5 27 8 9 5 3 70 - 11TH 
6 19 19 6 10 3 4 a * * ...A. ä 
5 a * 3 13 © 2 - ° ~ | ooeeAh Mt 
5 49 17 16 2 ? Sd a > ? > bed . ~ AL,S 
3 12 62 4 2 1 7 1 * - 23 | «FL 
12 126 9 t 5 a 17 1 e 2 1 .. FL.M 
37 460 535 21 49 - 13 M a 5 * 24 ...FL. 
7 20 * 7 12 4 1 10 ad - 1 13 | «.+-GA,M 
3 - 3x0 1 3 1 * 2 - ° * 64, 4 
2 3 24 bal ” 20 > 2 4 ° 1 +++eGA,$ 


® OBSTRUCTING MAIL, MAILING NONW-MAILABLE MATERIAL 


AND OTHER POSTAL REGULATIONS. 
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TABLE D-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
ST/"US OF DEFEMDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 
AS GF JAUME 30, 1968 BY DISTRICT 


WONTRIABLE 


CIRCUIT 
AMAT TING 


ANO 
OISTRICT FUGITIVE OTHER SENTENCE 


TOTAL... 14, 3% 6,393 


~r:eSen 3 ont rw 
—8 3 euskuw * ~wit@et 8 3 = 


cece 


TABLE 0-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 
AS OF JUNE 30, 1988 BY DISTRICT 


WONTRIABLE TRIED TRIABLE 
CIRCUIT FUGITIVE 
ANO TOTAL AMAT TING AFTER AMAT TING 
OISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE OTHER SENTENCE TRIAL TRIAL 
4TH. 3,106 64) 19 $52 28 1,666 
MD.... 589 194 2 106 * 319 
we,e.. del 112 * 71 1 157 
WC ,M... 215 58 1 85 1 70 
WC, M... 212 3a 5 17 i 137 
SC...+. 322 93 * 126 * 99 
va,E.. 921 286 1 7 12 615 
VA,H,. 187 29 7 *0 2 120 
M.... 137 30 2 20 1 74 
WV,S.. 182 27 2 78 e 75 
5TH... 5,514 2,144 il 707 61 2,591 
LA,E.... 395 156 a 90 3 144 
LA,M... 27 9 - 8 2 8 
LA,M.... 350 161 89 i 99 
MSM... 83 1 2 42 se 38 
MS,S.. i181 29 - 43 i 108 
TX,M.. 751 157 ° * 9 581 
TX,E.. 175 35 ’ 31 1 ‘Oe 
TX,S.. 2,578 1,205 . 228 43 1,098 
TX,H.. 974 391 1 172 1 609 
6TH... 2,951 628 20 698 13 1,582 
KY,E. 190 22 4 68 e % 
KY,H.. 470 65 1 48 ° 356 
MI,E.. 837 2% 7 161 8 425 
MI,H... 133 “0 2 27 2 oe 
OHM... 410 61 2 126 1 220 
OH,S.. 290 6 4 120 2 2 
Th, . 116 24 2 $2 38 
THM. 173 * 2 18 od 114 
TH, 332 75 8 78 * 171 


TABLE 0-10. DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 


STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IN 


AS OF JUNE 30, 19868 BY DISTRICT 


CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 


CIRCUIT 
anO 
DISTRICT 


WOWTRIABLE 


TRIED 


FUGITIVE OTHER 


AMAT TING 
SENTENCE 


FUGITIVE 
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TABLE D-10. DEFEMDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT CouRTS 
STATUS OF DEFENDANTS IW CRIMINAL CASES PENDING 
AS OF JUNE 30, 19868 BY DISTRICT 


WOWTRIABLE TAIED TRIABLE 

CIRCUIT FUGITIVE 

anO TOTAL AMAT TING AFTER AMAT TING 
DISTRICT PENDING FUGITIVE OTHER SENTENCE TRIAL TAIAL 

10TH. 1,727 $29 5 43) be 724 
- Ae 264 13) ° 32 10 91 
B...... 255 ” ° $1 . 101 
Whe scene $03 167 - 106 7 223 
OK M.... 171 4 i sa . 99 
OK, 19 4 e baad 10 
on Mm 234 20 2 114 . 62 
UT ccces 229 54 2 95 ° 118 
WV cccee $2 - - 10 2 40 

11TH, $,874 2,755 26 802 67 2,222 
AL Mouse 141 24 * 2 - 103 
AL,M. . 129 29 2 $2 © 2 
AL,S.. 159 54 2 25 . 74 
FLAM.. 222 les 7 27 | . 
FL.M.. 735 271 4 124 7 329 
FL,S... 3,594 2,003 10 395 a 1,152 
64., M.. $10 151 3 96 il 247 
GA,M.. 116 23 - 31 - 62 
Ga,$ 168 ae - 48 3 73 


Vo 


ABLE D-ll DEFEWOAMTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
OEFEMDANTS TERMINATED IW CASES SUBJECT TO THE SPEEDY 33 act 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWOED AWE 30, 1 


DEFEMDANTS IN INTERVAL 1 DEFEMDANTS IW INTERVAL 2 

ARREST TO IMDICTHENT IMDICTWENT OR APPEARANCE 

30 DAYS OR LESS TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 

CIRCUIT 

TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DISTRICT DEFENDANTS mBER | OF TOTAL DEFENDANTS WUMBER | OF TOTAL 
TOTAL... 17,999 16,699 “6.7 46,674 4,323 98.2 
—22 494 “47 90.5 1,100 969 88.1 
is]... ac ase 97.5 1,759 1, 566 89.0 
LS s7 50 87.7 1% 1% 100.0 
. eer 127 112 63.2 $41 Sd 66.4 
Tile ccccs 25 100.0 $1 $1 100.0 
) ee 31 31 100.0 106 * 100.0 
eee 640 100.0 665 453 6 
am0 2,033 1,680 92.5 3,397 3,197 4.1 
CT coe : 87 6.9 293 166 97.6 
WY Mines 130 127 97.7 253 253 100.0 
WY,E.... 693 603 87.0 1,133 976 %.1 
WY,S... 1 $15 4.7 1,276 1,257 98.5 
Mans 191 179 93.7 5.9 
vT.. * 71 70 8.46 6 97 99.0 
mD.. be! 639 6.8 2,389 2,341 98.0 
DE.... 43 43 100.0 101 ” 98.0 
| ee 460 443 %.3 770 748 97.1 
PA,E.... 7 91.9 667 666 99.9 
PALM... 28 28 100.0 289 289 100.0 
4.4. se 57 98.3 284 283 99.6 
VE neces 241 ay 97.1 278 92.1 
4TH. 1,249 1,218 97.5 $,611 5,537 8.7 
MD. nse 140 139 99.3 969 963 99.4 
we,e 331 330 99.7 539 99.1 
WOM... 60 40 100.0 270 270 100.0 
Ln Se 71 64 90.1 sod 98.9 
See 33 32 97.0 *1 98.6 
VA,E... $47 $30 %.9 2,2% 2,253 96.1 
VAM... 29 % 89.7 238 %.6 
i — — 20 20 100.0 198 197 99.5 
Wv,S.. * 7 97.4 273 272 99.6 
5TH 2,429 2,314 95.3 5,202 4,798 92.2 
LA,E.. 158 195 98.1 49 499 100.0 
LA,M.. 20 100.0 74 73 96.4 
LA... 20 19 95.0 202 180 69.1 
MSM... 32 100.0 il4 111 97.4 
MS,S.. 11 11 100.0 229 221 6.5 
THM... 210 204 97.1 750 7 97.6 
TK,E... 23 23 100.0 206 202 98.1 
TA,S... 1,279 1,291 97.8 1,878 1,612 65.8 
THM... 7% 68.u 1,250 1,168 93.4 
6TH... 859 784 91.3 3,913 3,724 95.2 
KY,E 51 $0 98.0 233 230 98.7 
KY, 201 1% 97.5 48s 95.1 
MI,E 103 70 68.0 1,006 926 92.0 
MI, 47 43 91.5 1 187 93.0 
On, mM 142 120 84.5 572 $31 92.8 
OH,S 103 100 97.1 soe 463 99.4 
THE se 55 98.2 209 100.0 
TH, 84 83 96.8 41 41 100.0 
THM 72 67 93.1 376 353 93.9 
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TaBLe 1 DEFENDANTS. U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
DEFENDANTS TERMI RATED IW CASES SUBJECT TO THE SPEEDY TRIAL acY 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDED JUNE 30, 1968 


DEFENDANTS IW INTERVAL 1 DEFENDANTS IW INTERVAL 2 


ARREST TO INDICTMENT IMDICTMENT OR APPEARANCE 
30 DAYS OR LESS TO TRIAL 70 DAYS OR LESS 


CIRCUIT 
TOTAL PERCENT TOTAL PERCENT 
DISTRICT DEFENDANTS WUMBER | OF TOTAL DEFENDANTS OF TOTAL 
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383358233 /3 3: 


Seer Tz eE 


2 DEFE 
wt Fao conviction TO SENTENCING 


WEDIAN T 
FOR CRIMINAL DEF awoanrs COWVICT 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 


THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
1988 


DEFEMDANTS SEWTEWCED 
45 DAYS OR LESS 
AFTER COWVICTIONW 


DEFENDANTS SEWTEWCED 
THAN 45 Days 
AFTER CONVICTION 


cilecull TOTAL PERCENT 
AND COMVICTED oF 
DISTRICT DEFEMDANTS | MEDIAN TOTAL TOTAL MEDIAN TOTAL | MEDIAN 
TOTAL.. 42,793 + 21,091 49.3 i 21,702 24 
OC... 937 $1 323 4.5 n 614 61 
ist. 1,604 47 776 4.3 i 629 70 
WE... 165 80 47 25.4 i my) 91 
Le tee aa 240 53.4 Mo 216 62 
Soe a 42 4s 79.5 42 * 64 
| eae 100 53 21 21.0 41 7” 63 
Pic ccces 111 Me 424 $2.3 1 387 70 
2m.. 3,189 oe 758 23.8 33 2,431 43 
CTaoccces 261 47 120 6.3 42 151 ba 
WY. an 42 132 55.2 33 107 % 
wy,€ i 08s 77 204 16.8 3 66) a5 
wy, 1,167 7 173 14.8 * 994 89 
WY, ‘35 se 87 26.8 41 138 63 
Woccces 92 74 32 24.4 i 60 105 
SAD... 2,235 54 Bae 37.9 “ 1,389 74 
B... 90 oe 7% 64.4 33 14 50 
Bdevcces 728 bd 241 33.1 3A 48) 71 
PA,E.. ow 60 1% ».7 7 442 be 
PAM. 279 62 60 28.7 31 199 71 
4.4 257 oe 125 48.6 2 132 oe 
VEscccce 243 42 128 $2.7 28 115 74 
M.. 5,01" 32 3,015 60.1 1 2,003 72 
MD... 66s 871 52 342 7.3 10 $29 70 
wee 408 i 278 55.8 1 220 77 
we, a” 58 $1 33.9 19 158 70 
wc. AS 1 138 63.5 i 67 7 
— Pere 124 143 42.8 1 191 85 
vA,E.. 2,023 | 1,622 60.2 1 401 72 
VA,M.. 214 50 103 46.1 1 111 101 
wv... 179 59 64 5.8 29 115 71 
wv,S.. 255 sé 4a 17.3 é 211 59 
STH... 4,472 42 2,484 55.5 32 1,968 63 
LA,E.. oe aa 237 50.9 5 229 63 
LA,M.. 71 $2 14 19.7 42 57 54 
LA,w.. 173 63 54 31.2 5 119 74 
MSM. 100 65 31 31.0 3 er 87 
MS,S.. 193 38 117 60.6 1 7% 73 
TKN... 651 42 346 $3.1 35 305 60 
TX,E.. 164 42 63 50.6 1 81 99 
TH,S.. 1,663 41 964 58.0 32 699 62 
TX,H.. 991 37 4 64.4 30 353 60 
6.d.. 3,493 50 1,298 37.2 21 2,195 70 
KY,€ 198 53 79 39.9 29 119 ? 
KY," 453 28 299 66.0 1 154 7% 
MIE Ty) be 133 15.4 41 731 70 
M1M 184 49 69 37.5 x” 115 57 
On, M 540 70 148 27.4 2 392 83 
*.5 431 59 106 24.6 ” 325 67 
THE 171 ‘Li 106 62.0 J 65 58 
THM 314 30 208 79.0 1 a 69 
Tw, 338 se 110 32.5 14 228 70 
327 V3 


D-12 DEFENDANTS 
WEDIAN TIME FROM CONVICTION TO SENTENCING 
FOR CRIMINAL DEFEMDANTS COWVICTED IW THE U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AUNWE 30, 1988 


DEFENDANTS SEWTEWCED DEFENDANTS SENTENCED 
45 DAYS OR LESS WORE THAN 48 DAYS 
AFTER CONVICTION AFTER COMVICTION 
CIRQUIT TOTAL PERCENT 
COWVICTED oF 
DISTRICT DEFENDANTS | WEDIAN TOTAL TOTAL MEDIAN TOTAL | MEDIAN 
7TH, ** 2,087 $i 156 u.6 1 1,301 62 
Th Meee 780 126 16.8 a] 624 
IL, — — 196 63 16.7 1 165 67 
L, seer 188 16 123 65.4 1 65 67 
UF Bee 251 $2 1 41.8 1 146 63 
1W,8.... 7 1 279 78.2 i 78 
WI,E.... 191 0 30 26.2 ” 141 61 
WIM. “9 od 32.8 42 82 $1 
aTH... 2,232 a 1,089 48.8 29 1,143 63 
ARE... 198 22 147 74.2 i $1 61 
ARM... 102 Me 68 6.7 26 34 65 
TA, Meee. 104 20 9 54.8 i 47 71 
1A,$8.... $1 41 se 69.1 34 25 69 
Wh cee oa 61 18.0 n ya? ay 
WO,E.... 487 39 201 70.0 35 Be 60 
WOM... $47 42 314 57.4 i 233 62 
|) Se 170 63 n 21.8 41 133 65 
MD cceee 116 68 62 $4.3 23 $3 s7 
eeeeer 219 49 as 38.8 35 194 
9Th 8,832 42 4,911 55.6 1 3,921 64 
M..... 149 29 108 72.5 i 41 57 
AZsscces 870 se 432 “9.7 2 438 58 
CAM... $12 “9 Jed 4.7 1 aay 64 
CA,E.... 499 “9 222 4.5 1 267 70 
Ca,C 1,282 ae 617 49.3 2 635 66 
Ca,$ 1,907 42 1,005 $2.7 1 902 38 
) Ss 1 823 %.4 i 130 69 
ID... 102 5 2 28.4 1 73 62 
MT cae 157 7 4 59.9 7 63 71 
V...... 390 62 41 10.5 i 349 a5 
OR..... 354 se 119 33.6 32 235 63 
WA,E... 240 24 160 66.7 27 80 62 
WAH... 1,080 1 643 78.1 1 237 65 
GUAM... 65 1 43 66.2 1 22 78 
WHI... ... 2 1 2 100.0 1 
10TH 2,180 “8 993 45.6 30 1,187 59 
- ere 437 2 323 73.9 31 114 
| ee 278 “9 ils 42.4 2? 160 63 
Ween. 40 50 1s 30.6 we wes se 
OK, Ww 185 50 “4 23.8 42 141 54 
OK,E 79 42 “5 57.0 20 “ 54 
OK .H.... “67 56 i71 %.6 1 2% 63 
| Ue 208 43 116 55.8 32 92 62 
BY. cccee ee 47 42 47.7 15 8 56 
‘1TH 6,544 40 3,843 58.7 1 2,701 63 
AL,w 395 1 373 94.4 1 22 106 
AL, 29 ae 131 54.8 28 108 59 
AL,S 259 3s 183 70.7 29 7% 61 
FL, 292 N 205 70.2 4 87 59 
FL. 887 47 412 %.4 35 475 62 
FL.S 1,875 57 4% 26.3 35 1,381 64 
GA,m as oe 331 48.4 i 353 62 
64.5 262 “5 138 52.7 21 | 124 64 
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TABLE & FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPER VERON BY DEUTRICT OW JUNE 30, 1904 - 1968 
Cwevit Percent 
and Change 
District 1904 1965 1906 1967 1968 | 66/67 
Votel....... 63,002 | 65,000 | 60,656 | 73,432 | 75,414 1.7 
BS ncccccece ° 1,345 1,369 1,448 1,603 1,630 4.6 
let Cl. ....- 1,665 1,642 1,062 | 2,027 | 2,060 1.6 
ME... ° 107 i1¢ 130 173 230 37.2 
BD coccccces ° 83) 678 060 967 038 -3.0 
| err 137 103 47 123 128 41 
Rie. cues eevee ill 122 144 181 isi 19.9 
PR ....- eee 377 435 $32 613 593 -3.3 
ted Ce... ... 4,066 | 4,979 6,600 | 6,126 | 6,173 0.8 
GP vocccccces $41 380 206 605 641 6.0 
NY, N ooee tue 206 239 312 331 6.1 
WY, BS wccccces 1,901 1,036 2,269 2,419 2,445 il 
BF, Bccccccs ° 1,625 ; 1,78) 1,095 2,190 2,168 “1.0 
MY, DW occcccee 374 393 426 407 467 -2.0 
Peoccesceccce 0 111 R 103 101 “1.9 
ted Ci... ... 4,363 4,509 4,005 5,092 $,174 1.6 
DE TeETin 149 155 129 129 123 “4.7 
| Se , 1,525 1,608 1,710 1,666 | 1,040 4.0 
PA, B ccccccce 1,561 1,687 1,754 1,780 1,736 -3.0 
OS Rear M45 332 317 336 369 9.8 
PA, W ° 579 625 653 748 762 0.5 
VE cccee TeTET 204 222 242 224 254 13.4 
th Cw. ..... 6,708 6,06) 7,492 7,722 6,035 4.1 
MD wn ceenee ‘ 1,000 | 1,048 2,007 2,053 | 2,175 5.9 
BC, © wccccces 761 024 906 6e4 049 4.0 
BC, Becccccce $65 $43 360 604 504 “1,7 
NC, We. .eaee ° 608 763 708 779 764 “1.9 
Be cgcccee ° 061 918 90) 982 985 0.3 
VA, B wn scene 1,077 1,083 1,420 1,393 | 1,548 11.1 
VA, W oceans . 204 402 201 402 436 8.5 
wy, * eee . . 173 220 220 287 267 3.9 
wy,s.. ° 308 292 307 368 417 13.3 
S@ Ch...... 6,982 9,087 9,195 9,352 9,376 6.3 
BD secccoce 715 831 676 955 1,026 7.4 
LA, M ° ° 265 241 236 264 329 24.6 
14 1 $12 $82 565 624 10.4 
MED covccecce 278 291 288 229 257 12.2 
8 See 354 422 463 495 $01 1.2 
TAR. eee 1,676 | 1,700 1,677 1,749 | 1,620 “7.4 
Tile BD ccccccce 432 48s 422 454 465 2.4 
Tile Bo ccccccs ° 2,048 | 2,741 2,729 2,698 | 2,736 1.4 
TX,W... ee 1,851 1 1,952 1,943 1,618 4.4 
Om Ch. ..... $015 | 6,066 | 6,015 | 6,209 | 6,614 5.2 
BP, B occcccce 419 305 396 413 379 6.2 
RY, Wi. cceee 10 He 496 34) 643 18.9 
| ee 1,319 1,371 1,387 1,491 1,580 40 
Mn TE ceccccee we 389 yao 385 385 - 
OM, M.....0e- 013 912 014 36 vee §.7 
OB,8 ........ 706 749 766 820 nae 6.4 
Wile @ ccccccce 396 877 534 526 564 7.2 
TH, M occ e eee 570 see 605 617 ase 6.6 
TH, W owe eee $71 554 $15 306 687 4.5 
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TABLE & VEDERAL PROSATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS UNDER SUPER VERON BY DEPTRICT OW JUNE 30, 1004 - 1968 


Cireuit Percent 
and 
Distriet 1964 1903 1066 1967 196s rr 
Tm Ce. ... 4,107 4,414 4,453 4,765 | 5,000 4.9 
L,N.. TTT 2,284 2,432 2,403 | 3,661 2,721 6.2 
- a . 3$1 368 358 373 405 oo 
—— 258 196 a6 335 317 6.4 
Disccceoere 300 332 BY) 402 ase 14.3 
ieceeesees 469 $23 584 306 $63 “1.2 
Te Mececececee 316 316 ey 320 331 3.4 
Tae cooveceoe 129 147 189 165 160 2.2 
Ot Clr...... 3,503 3,500 3,560 | 3,034 | 3,072 1.0 
Ss cccesus 420 By 302 438 417 4.38 
Dicccesees 196 187 217 252 225 “10,7 
Sa 144 133 tT) 142 i7¢ 19.7 
re ¢oececess 202 184 172 183 196 6.2 
a 6690000068 $22 $67 $61 613 650 6.0 
so ¢see6s 7$1 793 756 oa4 795 -5.8 
MO, Weccccces 604 618 676 724 735 1.6 
i ¢n06e00e08 219 206 312 45 6 6.7 
eet eececes 164 135 182 184 162 5.2 
Pi coeeeeeeee 219 279 253 239 282 5.4 
Oth Cir. ..... 11,620 | 12,337 | 13,188 |13,800 [13,641 is 
i eavenesess 227 212 193 207 197 4.8 
a enveneececs 1,100 1,191 1,246 1,287 1,333 6.0 
oS Pree 1,711 1,989 2,144 2,190 2,164 4.3 
SS ee 989 1,034 1,106 1,140 Lill -3.5 
Bie ccecceces 3,393 3,654 3,984 3,024 3,606 @.7 
re cbceeeee 1,399 1,278 1,405 1,468 1,843 3.7 
$44.8006%3%% 251 275 310 382 396 2.1 
sees eeneeee 250 257 360 285 106 0.4 
a Sh6eeeeece 263 277 270 314 279 “11.1 
i €ebeeveces 504 668 $29 bas 783 14.8 
TP Se eeeberes 308 484 $80 $83 603 3.4 
DM 6eesceces 245 234 273 224 224 - 
Ts Weecccces 682 ove 781 788 870 10.8 
Sab eeeeene 80 ad 107 129 142 10.1 
Sree 1 1 . - - J 
10m Cir. .... 3,188 3,386 3,406 3,586 3,614 1.6 
ce... . 736 797 786 631 601 7.2 
— PPT T TTT TT 457 482 ote 20 ote 4.1 
a? 6566066600 $11 is $9) S85 630 7.7 
TM 60666000 289 wo 316 364 394 6.2 
Te 6c eescce 241 260 a6 214 199 -7.0 
|. ee $10 536 $34 $45 $13 -5.9 
i 6666600608 320 01 40S 412 +> -2.4 
Te 600 6eeebee 124 134 114 119 118 - 
lite Ce. .... 6,060 7,667 6,534 9,376 | 10,025 6.9 
AL, § eeeeeeree 913 se 831 778 304 3.3 
BED 6 ccccce ° 272 ie 283 339 310 6.8 
1 2$1 we 340 411 474 15.3 
Tie ccccee 393 $40 56u 631 633 1.8 
Ee 66e0008 1,294 1,487 1,665 1,047 | 2,041 10.5 
8 Serre 1,938 2,289 2,689 3,022 | 3,346 10.7 
DE 666 e608 ° 1,115 1,202 1,381 1,302 1,333 2.4 
GA,M.... 356 417 4872 622 Bad 43 
ee 326 de 424 444 435 2.4 
a = 
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TABLE — 1. FEDERAL PROBATION SYSTEM 
PERSONS RECEIVED FOR AMO REMOVED FROM SUPERVISION 
OQURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOO EWOED JUNE 30, 1968 


RECEIVED FOR SUPERVISION 
PERSONS 
UNDER U.S. 
SUPER- TOTAL PRE- MAGIS~- 
cracyit VISION LESS JUDGE TRIAL TRATE WAMDA- | MILI- RECEIVED 
ano AAY 1 | TOT TRANS- PROBA- DIVER PROBA- Toray TARY SPECIAL ey 
DISTRICT 1967 | RECEIVED FERS TrOw ~S10n ruou PAROLE | RELEASE | PAROLE | PAROLE | TRANSFER 
TOTAL TR O02 | bh 258 | 37.976 15.799 oe — — ee | ee Ye ee Pv | 
Oc...... | aoa | s.099 | 97 23 — —— 2 162 
isT ART 4 1.222 4 20d) 442 = Al 411 ot a * a 1s 
ME. wees 173 1469 130 599 ° 3 4 8 4 17 19 
soeees 967 7 sas 270 © ® 5 5 7 75 69 
WH... . 123 «9 Ss 24 aad 1 1 + 1 5 30 
|) See 1$1 125 5 24 a 2 il 3 10 x» 
8 P...... 612 329 293 154 - 9 91 18 a 13 ve 
= —8 ae ve? | ee ee ee YL | 1.410. — 2 Mle 122 
A...... 605 43 289 178 - 5 3 $1 2 a0 54 
wy... 312 is? 124 75 - 15 14 7 3 10 33 
MY,E... 2,419 1,3% 927 404 * 97 170 137 9 110 409 
WV,S. 66s 190 1,472 1,220 613 ? 117 142 154 11 183 252 
WY... 497 273 239 116 - 69 23 15 7 9 24 
V..... 102 60 49 aa e i 10 3 + 9 11 
mD.. | $091 2.772.| 2.278 112 -  — "1 194 4 497 
OE..... 129 aa os a ° 10 13 10 i i 20 
| eee 1,866 1,074 813 355 ⸗ * 82 10 7 261 
PA,E.... 1,789 ah 386 ° 71 101 73 9 4 102 
PA,A. 234 216 139 © 31 ww 9 3 ‘ 24 
4.4 748 381 309 160 at 13 a 20 7 25 72 
VI...... 222 139 ins bd] ° ⸗ 22 . a 
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FEDERAL PROBATION SVSTEN 
FROM SUPERVISION MI THBUT phe ep hey AMD WITW VIGLA 
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OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED ARSE 30, 1968 


TABLE € 7. 


TION SHEMING VIGLATION TYPE 
(EXCLUDES RELUSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AMD DECEASED) 


“amy ve re — 
TVPE OF SUPERVISION nave TOTAL cent TOTAL cent TOTAL caer TOTAL cent 
TOTAL cc ccesecevees 32,067 24,008; 77.3 4,933 19.4 [19,906 606.8 368 1.1 
REM COURTS 

ABBE PREDATION... cc ccccccccccveccees 12,076 10,371] 60.9 2,748 21.3 7,372 $7.3 281 1.9 
U.S. MAGISTRATE PROBATION. ........06. 7,216 $,774) 60.0 12 11.3 4,910 66.1 91 0.7 
PRETRIAL OLVERSIOM. 0... ccccesecevees 1,104 1,074) 97.3 va 6.6 1,001 9.7 e 0.0 

FRGM 1USTIVUT IONS 
PUDERAL PAROLE... cc ccceccceeeesceens 5,446 3,318; 60.7 626 16.1 2,607 6.0 HB 0.6 
CAAMDATORY RELEASE... ccc ccscorcccees 3B, 61 2,936; 064.5 18 0.4 2,699 63.6 12 0.3 
ILIVARY PAROLE... ccc cccccccecseccees Bae 31; 67.9 $1 14.8 aoe Ssé772«w A 2 0.6 
SPECIAL PAROLE TEAM... .. cc ccccceccees 1,621 1,061] 64.2 a7 Os 28.1 617. #1 17 1.0 
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OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1968 (EXCLUDES REINSTATEMENTS, RE-RELEASES, AMD DECEASED) 
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TOTAL cent vOvAL cant TOvAL caer vOvAL *5 TVPE OF SUPERVISION 
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2,908) 19.5 1,664 13.1 181 1.4 640 3.0 ceeeceeeceeeeseseese sc AG PROBATION 
1,441] 20.0 1,126 18.6 186 2.6 131 1.8 covcccccesesUeS. MAGISTRATE PROBATION 
i) 2.7 Ps | 2.3 2 @.2 3 0.3 coeeccccceccecccce PRETRIAL OLVERSION 
PREM INSTITUTIONS 
2,148; 39.3 1,223 22.4 179° 3.3 746 10.6 eeeceeececereeececces cs PEERAL PAROLE 
$35\ 18.8 314 9.1 as 1.3 177 $.1 ecececececccececces sMAMDATORY RELEASE 
43) 12.8 D 7.6 6 1.7 il 3.2 ceeceeeceeeccceccecss cMALSVARY PAROLE 
$00; 35.8 3980s 20.7 46 2.8 199 §=612.3 seccccecevecesees SPECIAL PAROLE TERN 


1 DEPORTED, RELEASED TO MILITARY, HOSPITALIZED, RELEASED FREM SUPERVISION CURING APPEAL AND GTWER RENBVALS FER 
REASONS WOT CONSTITUTING A VIGLATION GR WEN OFFENSE 


2 VIGLATION OF THE CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION GTMER THAN CONVICTION FOR A NEM OFFENSE. 


3 CONVICTION FOR MINOR OFFENSES SUCH AS ORLA re, oO VY CONDUCT, PETTY THEFT, TRAFFIC VIGLATION, ETC. 
WHEN SENTENCE 18 90 DAYS GR LESS 1ePRI > GR OME VEAR GR LESS PROBATION OR A FINE 


4 INVOLVEMENT 10 GR CONVICTION OF A WEN MAJGR OFFENSE, | 0G ABSCONDED FROM CUSTEDY, ARRESTED ON ANSTWER 
CHARGE OR CONVICTED AMD SENTENCED TO MORE THAN 90 DAYS IMPRISGUNENT, GR HORE THAN ONE VEAR PRESATION 
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TABLE F U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1967 AMO 1968 
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TABLE F U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIODS ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 AND 1988 


CIAcuIT FILINGS TERMINAT 
OISTRICT 1967 1968 CHANGE 1967 1968 CHANGE 19867 | 1968 CHANGE 
7TH... 58,476 $8,720 4 60,808 61,062 5 74,309 71,947 -3.2 
1L,M..-- 21,980 21,8863 -.§ 25,787 21,971 -14.6 34,981 34,863 -.3 
IL,C.... 6,691 6,362 “4.9 6,224 935 43.6 8,216 5,643 -31.3 
IL,S.... 714 2,611 3.6 2,579 2,747 6.5 2,019 2,083 3. 
1W,M.... 7,004 7,032 -.2 6, 6,023 6.1 7,168 6,197 14.0 
1W,$.... 10,748 11,730 9.1 9,977 12,063 20.7 10,721 10,408 -2.9 
WI,€.... 5,650 5, -3.2 5,905 995 8.¢ 6, 6,666 -4.7 
WIM... 3,449 3,237 4.2 4,186 ° -19.6 4,218 4,087 -3.1 
6TH... 37,728 37,361 -1.0 3% , $07 34,816 4.6 46,420 48 , 965 5.5 
AR,E.... 3,711 3,927 5.6 4,152 3, 402 -18.1 7,181 7,70 7.3 
AR,M.... 1,716 1,937 12.9 380 1,663 $.3 2,703 2,977 10.1 
1A,M..-- , 88s 2,191 -24.1 3,211 2,438 24. 1 3,162 2,915 -7.8 
1A,$...- 3,301 2,925 “11.4 3,131 2,749 -12. 3,117 293 5.6 
V..... 9,001 9,910 9.6 6,723 940 2. 11,312 12, 8.6 
vB... 4,380 062 19.§ 3,333 4,299 29.0 222 $s, 14.6 
WO,M.... S, 5,684 9 6,186 $,691 -7.6 4,925 4,918 -.2 
WE. nse 3,911 3,350 -14.4 3,662 3,134 “14.4 4,6 4,670 4.6 
eoccee 1,1 1,062 -9.2 1,063 ° 13.5 1,464 1, -9.8 
eeeeee 1,781 1,313 -26.3 1,4% 1,294 -13.5 2,680 2,699 7 
9TH... 143, 956 190,247 4.4 120, 057 161,061 34.2 202 , 652 192,018 -§.4 
M...... 1,381 1,369 1.3 626 1,708 172.4 2,024 1,688 -16.6 
AZ. veces 10,437 12,737 22.0 4,407 7,714 7g. 16,658 21,681 %.2 
CA,M.... , 348 19,546 1.0 19,070 20,978 10.0 29,401 969 4.9 
eboeee 1§,117 16,321 8.0 12,738 ° 4.8 23,274 21,031 9.6 
CAC...» 49,288 $0,629 2.7 42,494 ry 43.4 630 308 -18.7 
CA,S.... 8,991 9,688 9.6 6,364 11,473 80.3 16,871 5,256 ~-9.6 
M...... 962 35 -4.8 742 326 78.7 ° 1,912 -17.0 
eeoeeee 3,929 3,882 -2.0 2,962 3,891 31.4 $,178 5,136 8 
ceccce 1,738 1,768 1.7 1,308 1,505 18.1 2, 2,696 10.8 
WV...... 5,006 8,312 10.1 2,952 6,086 138.4 9,721 9,149 $4.9 
eeeeee 826 1% 3.3 10,062 9,965 -1.0 9,681 9,832 1.9 
WA,E...- 4,073 , 224 3.7 4,299 4,267 -.6 6,299 6,296 -.7 
WA,W.... 13,817 13,287 -3.8 12, 306 12,613 1.8 13,351 14,028 5.0 
—* ba!) 61 22.0 49 -18.4 $1 72 41.2 
WAI. eee 3 2 -33.3 1 100.0 8 a bal 


TABLE F U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
BANKRUPTCY PETITIONS COMMENCED, TERMINATED AND PENDING 
DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGOS ENDED JUNE 30, 1987 AMD 1988 


_ * Pld rr 

OISTRICT 1987 | 1968 CHANGE 19867 19868 CHANGE 19867 J 1968 CHANGE 
10TH... 47,780 49, 8% 4.4 34,210 49,604 45.0 $9,322 $9,614 5 
CO...... 14,668 47,028 16.1 9,053 14,309 $8.1 18, 21,064 14.8 
XS...... 7,491 7,032 4.6 4,752 10,141 113.4 13,184 10,075 -23.6 
‘ WH. sees 2,69 2,798 3.8 2,273 2,622 15.4 &, 4,197 4.4 
OK, M.... 4,000 3,926 -1.9 ‘ 4,263 48.6 4,703 4,366 -7.2 
QK,E.... 1,966 1,822 -2.8 1,742 1, -3.4 1, 1 860 -18.9 
OK,M.... 9,001 6,812 4.3 7,831 9, 17.8 7,772 7,357 -§.3 
eeeceee 6,339 7,298 14.8 4, 5,739 26.8 6,111 9,630 18.7 
WV ccees 1,699 1,520 6.4 1,168 1,620 38.7 2,165 2,065 -4.6 
11TH.. $6,922 63,455 11.5 $1,219 57,694 12.6 79,819 65,560 7.2 
AL,M.... 11,429 12, 603 8.5 10,775 10,910 1.3 17,668 19,363 8.4 
ALM... 3,062 3,782 21.7 2,599 2,846 9.5 4,494 §,400 20.2 
AL,$.... 1,976 2,242 13.5 1,490 2,447 64.2 3,448 3,243 6.6 
FL,M.... 1,919 1,639 7.6 979 1,313 34.1 2,108 2,430 15.3 
FL.M.... 11,695 13, 448 13.4 10, 323 12,210 18.3 13,094 14,329 9.4 
FL,S$.... 4,671 4,%3 11.0 3,628 4,509 17.8 $,411 5,865 8.4 
GA,M.... 13,296 14,796 11.0 13, 662 1s, 123 10.7 19,320 16,983 -1.9 
GA,M.... 5,432 5,833 7.4 4,327 5,494 21.4 8,106 6,445 4.2 
Ga,$.... 3,062 4,424 14.6 3,036 2,642 6.3 5,970 7,982 26.5 


TABLE F-2 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
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OURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 
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Table G-1 
U.S. Court of International Trade 
Summary of All Cases Filed and Terminated 
Twelve Month Period Ended September 36, 1967 and 1986 


bnerease/ 
Type of Case 1967 Decrease 
Total Cases Pending at > 
Beginning of Jerg................. 18,901 7,346 8,363 
Total Cases Filed Dwing Year......... | 1,806 1,118 -867 
Total Terminated During Year......... | 0,868 2,931 6,927 
Total Cases Pending at * 
End of Year eeeee eoeeeeeee eee eeeee 7,548 $,735 ~1,813 
Protests 
Pending at Beginning of Year ........ 179 63 “116 
Filed During Year.... eeeeeee eee bad saad ad 
Terminated During Year.......... 116 63 43 
Pending at End of Year......... coos 63 0 43 
Reappr aivem ents 
Pending at Beginning of Year ........] 8,856 860 -71,996 
Filed During Year... ....eseeees - - - 
Terminated During Year ......... , 7,096 860 7,136 
Pending at End of Year........ R 860 0 #60 
Civ Actions 
Pending at Beginning of Year ..... ... | 6,066" 6,625 “241 
Filed During Year..... peccece cece 1,505 1,118 -387 
Terminated During Year .......... 1,746 2,008 262 
Pending at End of Year.......... ... | 6,625° §,735 890 
* Revised 
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Table G-2 
1),8, Court of Appeals for the Federal Circuit 
Appeals Filed, Terminated, and Pendi 
Nuring the Twelve Month Period Ended June 30, 1988 


Terminations 
Pending Pendi 
July 1, June 30, 
Source of Appeal 1987 By Judges | Other 
ee FT 1,296 | 1,337 900 437 14.0 658 

Board of Contract 

— 45 84 69 52 17 14,0 60 
Court of International 

75 28 56 43 32 ll 38,0 4) 
U.S, Claims Court ........06. 67 143 138 110 28 18,0 72 
Secretary of Commerce ....... 0 2 2 0 2 - 0 
U.S, District Courts ..........) 182 301 272 199 73 26.0 211 
International Trade 

COMMISSION 2. ccseeeeveees 9 18 16 11 5 6.0 11 
Merit Systems Protection 

Board .. cece eeeveeeevevcsy 300 537 646 379 267 4.0 191 
Patent and Trademark 

PPoccecceceesveeeeceees 59 119 117 85 32 17,0 61 
Ge cceceoesceocecececes 9 36 34 32 2 - 11 
; There were no appeals from decisions of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


This category includes writs of mandamus, other extraordinary writs, petitions for permission to appeal 
and discretionary petitions for review, 
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Service Pay ........... 76 68 33 63 37 a7 02 104 

Civilian Pay... ..essees 104 =: 18, 483 $4 31, 763 @ 27,194 100 4626,062 

Contract .....6esceees ese $71 300 363 04 784 634 

nee o2eeenee 32 8,608 7 26 2 ® 37) —Ss«6 066 

Indien (transfer)........ 18 15 0 6 0 @ 15 18 

— — 36 36 ? 7 9 9 a4 34 

Property (taken)........ 100 230 40 48 se 66 oo 322 

BB cccccceecccccccee 695 673 142 143 242 40? $06 614 
Declaratory judgments 

(tax exempt) ........ 5 5 1 ' a 2 4 4 

RRS s out: ef 0 wf es + 

on s*eeeeeneeee 

aon — — 106 109 77 78 61 61 122 127 

ou = ee bags ves 4 4 1 2 3 3 3 3 

ect) + — 8 4 1 ? 14 14 1 1 

Wc ccecccccccecoece 13 13 0 0 2 2 11 11 

Reference Cases). .... 5 $ 0 e o a 5 5 

Vaccine 
Compensation?....... 0 0 24 24 0 6 24 FY 


1 Cases referred to the Clef Judge pursuant to Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1492 fer Gepesition by the 
court. These figures are not reflected in the totals above. 


2 These cases are deemed to be filed November 15, 1988, pursuant to General Order Na 20, issued 
September 30, 1988. Therefore, these figures are not reflected in the totals above. 
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fer eeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee 
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© EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUBIA. 


1. INCLUDES PERSONS PRECEEDING BY INDICTHENT, INFORMATION GR CONSENT ON COMPLAINT AMD PERSONS IN FUGITIVE STATUS. 
EXCLUDES PETTY, TRAFFIC, ESCAPES REGPENS, REMOVALS AMD COMPLAINTS DISMISSED AT THE INITIAL APPEARANCE. 


2. A PSA CASE IS VATED GH EACH CRIMINAL DEFENDANT. THIS COLLOG! MAY INCLUDE PERSONS COUNTED GNCE AS A PSA CASE, 
OUT BAMED 18 THAN GWE CRINIMAL FILING. 
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© EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF cauora. 
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wilt ee 


area a —— 


CIRCUIT | PSA DEFENDANTS Ais * 
at CASES MIM DETENTS lens Fen Tw om 
— — Wi er Wither — 
7... 1,916 900 29.2 sm 21 mm oo 71.4 166 «(57.0 ii (2.8 77 «(19.3 164 641.0 
IL,@.... an 6 64.8 a 2 60 178 «61.2 711 40.6 7 6 31 «17.7 72 41.1 
Crees n 4 4. 12 2 8 71.4 § 9.0 1 10.0 i 83 3 2.0 
eBeuee 109 » 18.9 wo 6 6 63.3 1) 44.0 1 4.0 7 0 6 2%. 
eMeeee by] 3 19.1 61 2 % 62.5 1g 38.8 a 7.7 13 23.0 20 a8 
e@reee 164 84 ) ? 3 mY 12 3.7 0 -0 ? 22.6 12 . 
5 ore 3 0 33. 61 4 4 3 2.9 °..hCO 10 19. 26 8 
emeeee 64 46.4 9 g 60 2 Be 6 4 7.3 8 16. ay 41.6 
6TH... 2,000 489 26.3 a6 20 ny eee 8.9 199 $2.7 19 $.2 a9 13.4 10% 28.7 
ARE... 182 19 «10.4 10 0 12 12 6.4 7? $3.8 o 0 1 7.7 § 3.5 
.... 60 10 4 ; 8 8 ? 70.0 3 43.9 o 0 1 4.3 a 4. 
TA, Meee 67 19 21.8 i 3 i 12 63.2 10 463.3 1 6.3 ° 0 i 6.3 
A,8.... 43 19 3 4 4 3 3 4 6 4.2 ° 0 o 0 7 93.8 
TTT * 9 22.0 | 3 4 61.3 2 32.8 4 §.6 22 se 
eSeeee * ° BR + 4 4 * 64. 3 6.8 3 6.8 é 44 
WB, M.... bf ° 3 2 : $2.9 3 3.9 16 14.7 10 4 
—R& 2 3 33 19 61.3 1 3.2 6 19.4 § 6.13 
eeeees 161 9 so 3 a2 2 23 94.8 2 4.8 i 2.4 % 38.1 
—XR 142 $1.4 ws 7 “7 o 6.6 § 12.8 ? 17.8 1s 4.0 10 «23.0 
9TH... 5,009 [2,179 43.7 one 107 1,138 1,600 17.6 oor 47.8 12 7 179 10.6 2 4.9 
Messen 92 7? 8 1 19 af ga. 4 %.7 9 0 : 13.3 9 #.0 
* 1,302 4 4. 342 67. 166 44 1 . 1 6.7 71 «27.8 
5 eee 7 § ® 22 » —4 8 3 ° 2 3 1.0 8 %.7 
4 rr re A 16 -” = 4 61.7 i | ia 3.3 118 34.6 
CA,C.... 1, 08 620 18 434 a4.4 3 4.6 - a % 15.8 292 «49.0 
CA,S.... 87 4 3 % 6 a2 % 4 4 61.1 i 2.8 2 §.6 1) 30.6 
eevee 163 6 80 a 63 § 6 a3 6 0 6 6.9 18 4.0 
eeeere 161 n 0 3 2 3s 20 94.1 11 0 6 6 . 0 9 4.0 
eeeeee oo 29 33.6 2 a 12 41.4 ii 91.7 a 9 0 1 $8.3 
We vsees 68 193 41.4 184 9 78 141 (73.1 9 70.2 i 7? in 7.8 3 21.3 
eeeeee ™ a0 69.9 222 a7 214 19s 74.3 31 6.8 3 61.6 31 6.8 120 64.9 
5 ore 23 12 $2.2 il i 9 10 683.3 4 4.0 9 6 2 20.0 4 0.0 
Meese a 18 61.8 1% a 11 11 61.3 3 44 0 6 2 18.2 4 3.4 
... oY 2 11.1 a 6 i 2 100.0 i #. 1 9.0 6 . | 
eeeee 4 0 0 0 J 6 0 —— 9 9 4 
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ICES ACT 
On HEART NGSee 
(TWCLUDES RULE 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED)eee 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTW PERIOD ENDING ANE 30,1908 
crrcurt | psa DEFENDANTS Rea 
ams cases «= | TW DETENTION) weTioNs Fen | witw | oevenTiON 
prstasct | acTivareo PRESLO® 
. . TI0N . . . . . 
1om.. | 2,291 | 908 40.2 21 an | 618 66.0| 262 98.9 19 «2.1 | 69 10.2 | 177 2.0 
ce...... | 3m | s02 30.1 132 («10 01 | 100 7.6| 72 73.0 2 2.0 6 60] a 2.0 
—— | ise » 19.7 » 3 : 09.7 | 18 43.9 2 8.7 $3] 2 0. 
“.... a3 | (4a2 57.9 16286 ai | 267 98.4] 196 72.7 3 ia | a 9.0) «© 17.2 
as... » 16.3 78 n 27 69.2 —35 1 3.7 $1.5 | 12 66 
at... * 1h 12.2 ite ’ 11 100.0 3 46.5 ;. 2 18.2 + 3.6 
‘| a “38.6 a)0Ct«SS % % 08.6| 18 93.7 2 2.6 $7.9 |) 98 6.8 
eeeeen eee ete “so 93.1) 46 48.9 2 21 7 181 | 2 3.9 
8 — re $ 12.5 3 3 100.6 2 40.0 1 20.8 °. .6 2 0.0 
um.. | 9.100.009 29.2 [1,488 $9 | 1,090 | 1,070 71.9] s59 39.0) a2 1.3 | 166 16.9 | SOP 90.6 
am.... | 3m 22 6.8 2 80600 13 18 0.2 ? 6.7 1 6.7 ° . ? 6.7 
Ach... | a8? “ 34 6 0 16 10 62.5 4 0.8 e 2 1333 4 0.0 
as.... | 388 a 48.9 ao 1 70 5359 1 38. 2 48 3 * 
u | 3% | 334 Yn 90 7 89.0; 30 38.9 e 2] ww 18.8 ‘ 
fln.... | 1,000 | 498 42.6 ~ 4 oe 6 642] of 12.3 43.3 
f's.... | 2.298 | $71 29.3 V3 i | Mi er] ume 3z 8 | 62 13.6 | 199 0.9 
cau.... | ‘sor | 198 38.5 i 34 167 | 18 69.7 9.7 218) Snel # m3 
Gam.... | 338 20 16.9 a | 18 1? 08.0 $ 3.4 3 *3 21.8) 0 9.8 
as... | tat a3 38.5 oe | 3 % 63.7| 23 63.9 33 @ 1.3 3 25.0 


© ENCLUDES YE DISTRICT OF COLUOBIA. 
oo INCLUDES DETENTION HEARINGS WELD POLLENING THE INITIAL NEARING GMLY. 
ese EXCLUDES MULE 403 TRANSFERRED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLIIBIA. 
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TABLE W-5 
U.S. OISTRICT COURTSe 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
ey Wout AT THE INITIAL HEARING 
(IWCLUDES MULE 40 TRANSFERS 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1968 


CIRCUIT COLL- | CORP- TREAT- BAIL 
CASES CASH | ATERAL | GRATE WERT TREAT wer 
OISTRICT | ACTIVATED GeND1 | tom SURETY COMO. COND. COND. SET 
TOTAL... | 34,664 3,607 1,928 3,203 1,263 9,013 670 1,230 1,982 
ist... 1,607 174 160 1x7 13 30 606 4 a2 72 
...... 109 8 5 42 i $ 48 i aa 4 
WA. ceees 408 W Se 10 * 21 275 2 3 22 
A...... 90 13 3 1 1 1 13 0 2 7 
|.) See 12 i i 4 i ° ? i 0 0 
eevee 991 122 93 ao 1 23 263 0 2s » 
2... 3,092 as 379 209 $1 17 865 Lis x0 60 
A...... 137 1 le 1s 13 3 4 5 13 9 
B.... 23 6 a o 2 9 & 9 0 4 
5 foe 1,219 160 21 94 10 2 257 % 2 12 
3.... 1,454 wy 265 86 \s 10 4% 33 29 20 
WY ,M.... 128 14 3 4 7 0 10 0 2 4 
Weaseeee 131 7 4 7 2 54 1 4 11 
MW... 1,973 164 208 193 a7 224 3s 42 81 ” 
DE. wees 64 27 2 21 6 i 4 0 0 1 
...... Be 3 2% 17 13 2 os 6 3 13 
PA,E.... 663 * M 5 13 121 16 19 62 
PAM... 114 an 10 10 4 3 2s 2 6 3 
M.... 1 6 49 18 2 $ 33 16 $ 7 
—R 397 20 22 % 7 1% 137 12 4s 12 
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TABLE H-S 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTSe 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
CONDITIONS IMPOSED AT THE INITIAL WEARING 


(IWCLUDES MULE 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED eo 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1988 
CIRCUIT PSA PERSONAL | u- COLL - Conp- PSA zed REST- TREAT~ | RESTS GAllL | DETEN- 
aNd CASES RECOG- SECURED | CasH | ATERAL| GRATE PARTY RICTIVE | WENT TREAT | OT TION 

DISTRICT | ACTIVATED | NIZANCE ORO GouD1 | Bend SURETY | VISION | CUSTODY | COM. Como. COMO. Set STATUS2 

4TH... 2,472 675 800 137 i77 74 1,101 134 692 126 160 191 957 
WD. . 66s 907 462 118 58 w 2s 309 $1 78 100 95 62 337 
WCE... 295 % be] 9 m2 6 193 33 1% i a 7 92 
C.M.... 270 ” 43 24 22 10 181 19 4 12 a4 @ 157 
WC, M.... was 9 175 11 41 12 240 19 $7 4 13 69 124 
sx. eevee 132 5 Pe 14 18 13 6s b | 33 3 1 15 79 
VA, eee »% 4 9 & 2 3 7 1 5 0 1 4 23 
VA,H...- 124 17 0 11 21 3 71 * 62 6 5 4 31 
WV Rowe 09 2 22 4 1 ° 10 0 10 t) 0 9 2 
WS... 315 4 243 a 10 2 2s 2 14 a 3 6 79 

STH... 6,111 328 1,423 870 343 1,141 2,:32 146 1,115 110 1% 652 | 2,329 
LA,E.... 995 20 29 12 10 ? +6 53 31 53 i3 3 316 
LA,M.... 53 5 40 0 i 1 =? 9 2 9 6 4 il 
LA,W.... 199 61 68 17 9 1g % 10 33 2 2 e 68 
WS,8.... 89 4 42 & 23 10 71 Q 6 0 0 0 10 
WS,S.... 266 125 4a 9 & 16 37 8 0 2 15 % 
TH, Mewes 767 178 ” 53 be a3 492 21 120 8 52 93 385 
TH, Eo. 203 10 9 20 1 4 a¢ 16 @ 4 37 é 152 

8.... 2. 406 69 307 807 103 763 671 27 428 2s 19 2 066 

peewee 1,533 64 275 246 42 742 371 16 206 16 11 20 428 

6M... 3,037 275 1,723 219 118 77 1,666 ss 1,276 17 ” 127 | 1,195 
KY,€.... 218 18 0s 11 V 6 97 3 61 ° 22 9 130 
KY, Wee 283 3 172 21 6 8 129 7 117 2 4 13 169 
MI,E.... 1,311 46 972 47 11 20 1,013 52 928 6 + % 382 
MEM... 254 27 158 2 i 4 211 6 80 0 J 3 90 
,N.... 36 Rn 192 $4 8 7 — 6 13 1 0 33 oe 
OH,S.... 284 118 a 20 27 3 a4 i 18 4 2 33 126 
TH, E.-e- 199 19 80 1s 14 3 34 7 42 3 8 3 So 
THM... 84 8 3 a $ 3 41 u is 9 42 & 72 
TH, Me. 6 aa 2 s 11 13 a 20 0 24 i Q 5 104 
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1. A BOND REQUIRING THE CASH DEPOSIT OF THE TOTAL FACE ANBUNT GR PERCENTAGE OF THE FACE AMBUNT. 
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© EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF cauola. 
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TABLE — 
U.8. DISTRICT COURTSe 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 


CIRCUIT | PSA DEFENDANTS DIVERSION | PERSONS On 
CASES RELEASED OW) INITIAL | DETENTION | REVIEW CASES DIVERSION. 
DISTRICT | ACTIVATED | SUPERVISION | WEARING | WEARING WEARING ACTIVATED SUPERVIS 10M 
TOTAL... 34 404 13,611 39.3| 10,299 1,763 1,529 1,908 1,747 
ist... 1,607 630 39.2 ate 70 95 a 61 
Le 109 0 63.3 63 4 2 3 3 
As ceees 5 294 «687.1 204 41 ¢ $8 $8 
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PAM... 381 6s 3 7s ? 3 6? 
Weececcce | = 18 9 0 ic] 


CIRCUIT § | PBA Oc PENDANTS OIVERSION | PERSONS On 
ally CASES RELEASED ON | INITIAL | DETENTION) REVIEM O1VERS10n 
DISTRICT | ACTIVATED | SUPERVISION | HEARING | HEARING WEARING | ACTIVATED | SUPERVISION 
— — 
4TH... 2,472 1,177 47.6 904 130 143 209 225 
©. eevee 907 6 67 43 70 ss 
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Moves 384 | 64.6 212 12 a» a? 13 
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ebeves » ? 19.4 4 2 i a7 27 
VA,M. eee 126 74 99.7 61 1 12 10 10 
we, a. eee 49 18 30.6 6 i e 13 13 
WV,S.... 318 ie Ph 23 a 4 12 A] 
9TH... 6,111 2,230 3.5 | 1,991 193 240 300 279 
LA,6€.... 59 199 «633.4 199 1 Me 8 a 
Monee $3 * 0.6 oo a 0 3 3 
La, eee 199 6? “4.7 74 Q 6 1G 1g 
eWeeee 69 ey 73.0 $a 2 9 6 6 
eBeeee ae 16 6.6 1s i 2 20 
TK,a. eee 7 9 91.9 36) a2 oO eo 49 
—2 10) 47.8 60 18 16 27 25 
e@eeee 2,008 740 —34 38 43 163 69 6) 
THM... 1,833 61 37.9 s3 196 a 41 
6mm... 3,037 1,606 94.2); 1,463 109 34 309 194 
aY,€.... ey 44 vr 12 ? 12 3 
mY ,M.... 7 108 ? 17 17 
of... i, 1, ae in Fy 8 a | a | 
3* 33 2 i ° 0 
eee 17.4 Bw 3 9 i 2 
me | S| SR gS s dl] eg] 4 
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© GERCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUIBIA. 
oo EXCLUDES MAE 665 TRANSFERRED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUUBIA. 
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TARLE 7 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTSe 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ast 


DETENTION SUPmARY 
(1WCLUDES MULE 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED eo 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1908 


ciacuur Psa TOTAL GEFORE ImITIAN NEARING AFTER INITIAL HEARING POST ADJUDICATION 
AMD CASES OETENTION 
DISTRICT |CLOSED | CosT oer | §=6Gavs | COST oer | oavs | = cast oer | Cavs | CesT 
TOTAL... |21,982 |$27,729,277 6,922 32,786 $940, 480 9,662 $62,078 $19,363,706 3,627 215,132 $7,445,093 
1ST... | 1,409 | $1,122,122 290 $91 $21,468 e469 =: 9, 073 $876,422 217 «12,031 $222,232 
es * $93,005 ss 81 $2,678 300s «2, 107 $63,979 696 $26, 348 
pone. 322 $300, $56 o 1 $12 102—Sts«W72«79 $267, 404 i 8 
eee I $54,697 ‘ 15 ‘ 10 $41,879 ) 279) =: $12, 094 
iceeee g $4, 561 1 2 115 3 $1, 1 G4 $3,100 
PR. *eeee 943 $669, 209 162 x s, 199 704 26,667 $463, 774 177 10,992 $180,370 
2... 4 $812,628 236 rv) $18,402 229 «10, 908 $518, 765 87? «= $972: $278,461 
 —— 63 $88,535 10 32 $2,611 16 = 1,170 $65,696 8 me $20,028 
— 0 $0 0 0 0 0 0 
eGeeee 8 $8,184 10 6 77 ss. 1 & $2,200 
WY,S.... 306 42 121 174 $7,630 11460 4, 338 95,890 532,991 = 8 138,692 
WV,M.... 00 132, 905 5 $2, 7 2,607 992 4 165 %, 
Weece . 99 802 60 137 $4,719 & 2,714 599 21 2,430 $111,274 
SAD... | 1,248 | $1,912,098 269 1.44 $54,787 418 «28,605 $1,197,896 191 11,703 «49 $699, 618 
B: eee = $217,339 3 83 $2,300 *% 5,299 $166, 749 3 3 $48 , 280 
Pa.€.... | 472 | $710,161 7 rer $17,180 165 12,723 4 $48, $48 72,175 «= $284, 413 
PA.M.... 79 . 11 29 161 $33,970 13 949 $27,770 
PAM... 228 $621, 5% 17 312 $3,132 63 4, 949 $332, 392 4? 2. v0 $286,072 
Uibeesce 6 $301,052 149 778 $31, 505 1050 4, 897 $186,237 % 861,991 $83,310 
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TABLE W-7 
U.S. OLSTRICT aon 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 


TENT 108 SUMMARY 
$ MULE 40 TRANSFERS RECEIVED) C0 
FOR na "latve MONTH PERIOD ENDING JUNE 30,1968 
ciacurt |psa TOTAL BEFORE INITIAL WEARING AFTER INITIAL WEARING POST ADJUDICATION 
Cases | DETENTION 

DISTRICT CLOSED | CesT oer} cays] cost ver} oavs | cost oer] bas | cost 

tw... | 1,768 | $1,196,676 0 1. 487 $32,614 594 35,615 2006, 265 180 10,179 $267,795 
WD. ..ess $90 | $488,790 102 175 $6,551 185 10,467 $316,616 106 6,062 $165,625 
wee. eee 189 $82, 260 93 7 112 58 3, 118 $67,315 7 6M $13, 128 
uC.H.... 203 | $119,954 2 332 ‘992 7 «= «$, 771 $92,691 11 601 = $21,071 
uC.M.... 304 788 82 55 $8,040 152 10,032 $291,281 12 437 $9,497 
a a1 $70,899 22 266 $3,767 1,939 $39. 231,338 7, 786 
VA.E.... 15 +242 ‘ 5 $211 10 499 $23. 060 1 198 ü vi 
VAM... a3 $53,437 15 vᷣ $3, 366 % 1,491 $48,671 1 70 $i, 
WVLM.... 7? 0 0 $0 0 0 0 0 $0 
“v:S.... 228 $76,412 22 101 $2,575 % 2,201 $57,487 6 $16, 350 

stm... | 3,317 | $3,498,742 1,460 5,313 $161,826 1,997 75,183 $2,486,336 S62 26,678 = $819, 582 
LA,E.... “3 ‘ 1% 119 $6,119 108 6 $,092 © $220, 740 61 3,070 $136,690 
LAcM.... 9 $13,476 16 20 $514 12 720 $12, 0 o $0 
La.M.... 138 $40, 10 18 $399 » 1,366 $30,172 ‘ 68 = «$10, 29% 
mS.6.. 60 $16,993 a “6 $1, 326 22 400 $6,571 ul $42 $9,096 
“S;S.... 72 $13, 8 16 $596 12 841 $11,006 ‘ —* $1,699 
Th oe 603 | $867,624 279 716 $23,096 323 18,427 ‘273 130 5,473 $189,485 
1H E.... 132 | $215,083 “4 149 $3,358 7% 468,324 $149,321 a2 2, $62, 
1K,S.... 817 | $1,033,902 479-2, 961 $04,161 $92 26,822 5% 211 «9,181 $264, 165 
1K.M.... 993 | $870,711 $41 ,260 259 616 18, 161 635 oS 3,623 $145,817 

6TH... | 2,336 | $1,863,300 31,428 $90,778 $84 39,082 $1, 340,265 227 «13,202 ©: $482,277 
KY,€.... 198 | $176,395 % 116 $3,757 5? $,909 $137,673 27 = :1,061 «= $34, 928 
KY.M.... 177 | $107,941 16 8 $1,091 $i 3,672 © $102,710 3 134 $4,140 
MI,E.... | 2,117 | $765,822 % 187 $6,776 21313, $582, 62 3,778 ~=—- $186, $23 
1.4.... 202 $92,163 20 177 $11,384 320 «1,779 $53,977 17 99 802 

— 287 082 6 181 ‘097 71 «$008 «= $183,482 271, 731 ,303 

— 238 19,017 87 301 ‘990 72 «(3,043 5 157 62 4,287 $122,870 
THE... 130 112, 306 37 50 ,045 422,899 :217 26 89% in au 
— — 61 | $120,826 » 0 $11,040 % 3,626 $106,266 i 110 $3,830 
TH,M.... 17 $11,790 3 20 $600 10 68 $2,040 ‘ 305 ,180 


CIaMcuIT TOTAL GOEFORE INITIAL WEARING AFTER IMITIAL WMEARING POST ADADICATION 
amp $s OE TENTION 
orstaict cast our} cavs| = cast oer | oavs | cast oer | oavs | cost 
71 1,920 | $2,207,191 an 1,191 $53,534 463 «641,752 $1,993,966 24 §=616,700 § $760,051 
1,m oo) $893,692 199 $10,090 214 «= 13, 845 992 1% =i ae -690 
L, 38 21 74 —38 1 262 9 “a1 670 
eee 187 1,001 10 -930 19 061 13 ° 
18,0... $436,694 oo $14 078 o 5&5, $268. 248 4 2,974 $143,371 
14,$ 117 991,495 le 4645 2.716 $80, 183 5 oe. 
ww eee 1867 se 2? 62 237 81 14,603 irae 170 62 3 664 $162. 78 
ol Mens. 3 190 37 118 $4,272 38 3, i173 KB 1 903 $75, 705 
oTw 1,598 | $1,772,308 277) = 10, 74 $129,116 $11 35,163 $1,108,699 261 22,006 $634,493 
aA,€.... 150 - 485 10 22 be 1,799 96 $ 110 62, 396 
oH. eee 24 18,931 6 13 1 a 603 680 ° 0 A 
1A,8.... ao 763 21 64 618 19 1,170 787 11 380 sae. 
1A,$... ee 645 9 43 1,357 1,441 16 $20 760 
eoveee 39 064 se 190 117 6,978 $422.621 “o 43, $1467, 196 
[o) €. eee 69 $26, 56 5 ? 20 565 $25,192 2 . 
EJ w. eee de) + re 4 114 $3,612 125 o, 808 804 93 $.1 ° 
| eee 704 9 10,036 $101, 769 16) =10, 19 10 = 10, 822 619 
MD. sees 143 078 “ 169 Soe $8 2,618 11,209 16 03 . 
$D...... 105 40, 956 10 128 984 6 42,720 063 *o 1,919 309 
oT 3,661 | $6,306,198 1,306 4. 666 $174,338 2,070 163,662  %,293,213 931 «695,706 $1,918,609 
...... 84 $100,431 ar 1s 438 20 1,469 $123, at 7 4238 
M...... 1,063 | $1,679,109 bas m - 066 167 -290 3ꝛ. 318 12, 645 
—X a +58 0 0 90 1 18 ° 0 * 
Ca.€.... 437 $903, 343 177 377 383 1760 8,968 8338, 6? 7,907 e 
Ca,C.... | 1,383 | $1,998,236 154 %02 1,681 672 *8.1820 = 81, 381 7 8, 940 1,926 
Ca,$ 0 to 8 0 80 ° 6 6 
...... 119 fees. 5 0 129 844 07 3,330 6 18 1. 640 J 
10...... 129 625 a $1 1,678 1,926 1,389 171, 68 . 
WT. sees $2 $93,278 rs] 84 96 43 1,968 333 15 3 . 
WV. cee 1 33838 ill 314 pre 123 $3,708 360 9 8§«63,988 +612 
@R...... 2% +670 145 342 329 1% 7,6% 3 —— 8 
m,€. eee 0 80 0 8 3 9 0 ° 0 
aM. eee 2 $2,783 0 0 a 98 $2,323 1 10 $260 
Guat 17 $2. 340 4 31 $1,300 0 ° 1 20 $1,060 
..... ) $0 ° ẽ cx o o ) t) = 


TABit 
U.S. OLSTRICT "Count se 
PRETRIAL SERVICES ACT 
OETENT 


cincutt Psa . Teta, oa dereat LwIT]aL MEARING AFTER INITIAL WEARING Pest ADJUDICATION 
J 
ax DUSTRICT cast ocr] gays cest oer | oavs | cost oer | avs | cost 
10TH... | 1,422 | $1,696,009 6862, 199 $107,293 648 36,761 $1,065,526 226 «12,967 = $462, 074 
CB... cues $81,027 3 33 47 1,116 —8 14 483 $23,457 
MS...6.- 146 $102 842 Ps) 42 00 722 1. 008 . 
eeeeee $i, 680 46 1,170 $80 , 954 333 73,13 $708 , 960 2 8.828 es 
m,0.... 170 038 n 91 $2,903 $8, 362 ,080 14 are wee) 
* 92 717 19 s 8* 22 é . 16 771 +064 
8 ũ. 173 79, 108 42 30 706 “ 3, 712 862,724 607 
° — 170 $191,773 63 07 $15,995 S839 8:198, nu 1,406 962 
eeeeee 26 $14,811 13 of $1,016 % $11, 3 oe? 62.415 
117... | 3,197 | $8,608,009 1,69 23,312 $136, 326 1,669 135,466 $4,276,772 671 29,890 $1,032, 706 
M. .... 322 $127,710 a as $2,117 280 $,463 =: $113,009 ? 420 990 
ALM... 2. * rt} 630 s«1,634 $29. i 538 
aS. 141 70,976 62 62 $3,308 7% §$,163 35 27s, 167 18.261 
FL, m... 215 $218 ,07 rr) 277 077 100 6,574 =: $181,133 2 ü 314 $26 062 
FL.M.. ss 701 334,897 201 437 1,670 392 +39 =: $1,086,237 eo 7, $228. 990 
FL,S....| 1,066 93%, 810 = 1,670 1,6% 754 65,605 $2,260, 225 «(13,336 +110 
— 314 162 rey 298 177 12,466 «8403, 0 2.5% . 
+ 7$ $83,087 12 $610 23 1,897 $40, 747 5 1.730 
w,$. eee 132 $168,024 i) 199 $3,990 1% 8. ° 43 2,349 230 


© EXCLUDES THE DISTRICT OF COLUIBIA. 
oo EXCLUDES MULE 405 TRANSFERRED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUDBIA. 
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tab 
OAlL VIGLATIONS 
(TUCLUDES QULE 40 TRAMFERS RECEIVED co 
FOR THE TWELVE MONTW PERIGD EWDING AME 30,1968 
O€FEmDaNTS oe s 
CIRCUIT | PSA RELEASED wiTw Sale 1a- ⸗ « 

AND Cases Tieus wisD- | Te REPER-| OF ADAIDI; SENT | APPEAL 
OISTRICT | CLeSED . : FELOuy APPEAR | TING | ORUGS | GTWER | CATION] ENCE | SURRENDER 
Tota. 21,952 | 15,199 69.2 1.2% $5.9] 1,616 222 135 3ee 232 7) =. 206 | «1,108 452 30 

isT.. 1,009 790 = .1 ss @§€63.8 64 8 3 13 1s 16 9 Sad 15 0 
ee ” 79 = 80.6 $ 4$.1 % | ° 2 a 1 © 4 i 0 
WA... 332 267 = 82.9 17 5.3 19 a 3 ? ® 0 1 16 5 0 
WH... 66s J 3% 6.8 i 2.6 3 ° 0 ° a 0 i 3 0 0 
| ee a 7 67.5 2 2.0 2 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 
PR... 6. 903 ‘1 643.7 2 3.1 3S s 0 2 & 1s 7? a 9 0 

2... 334 s+ 9 0 7.2 4 13 5 16 5 a a 33 13 3 
CT. sees 63 $2 662.5 6 98 8 1 6 2 ° 2 3 a 5 i 
wv.8... 6 0 Q 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
@v.€.... 8 J 0 Qo 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 9 0 0 
wv.S... bot 2 = 77.0 3 868.2 a 10 5 10 5 0 a 27 5 0 
OY ,M.... 80 6? = 83.8 8 10.0 a 2 0 4 ° 0 2 4 3 1 

eevecce ” 62 62.6 | 1.0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 ° 1 

3D...) 1,268 om 8671.8 97 7.8 113 2s 4 1s 28 11 28 90 22 4 
DE...... 107 61 «657.0 3 0 23.8 3 0 0 3 9 0 0 a i 0 
Md. ..+. 3 0 o 0 0 0 0 6 © 0 0 0 0 i] 0 
PA,E.... 072 >) 2*1 21 4.4 27 3 7 10 0 3 10 9 0 
Pa, eeee 79 64 61.0 2 2.5 2 0 0 0 0 0 ? 1 1 0 
PA,M.. 228 1% #8677. 9 3.9 11 2 2 i 2 2 ? ? ‘ 0 
VI... . me 2% 68.7 62 «17.4 70 18 a 4 16 % 21 62 7 i 
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SUM@HAITY 
(1 CLUDES RULE TRAMFERS RECEIVED eo 
FOR THE TWELVE HONTW PERIGD ENDING JUNE 30.1968 


OEFENDANTS OCF EMDANTS 

CIRCUIT | PSA RELEASED WITW BAIL via- * * 

al CASES LATIONS wiso- | To PoR- | OF ADA | SENT | APPEAL 
OISTRICT | CLOSED : - | REPORTED) FELONY APPEAR | TING ORUGS | GTWER| CATION | ENCE | SURRENDER 

10TH... | 1,442 972 «668.8 67 4.7 76 13 8 18 6 2s 4 bd 20 i 
G...... 90 62 «468.9 4 4.4 6 2 6 9 0 * 0 6 0 0 
x8...... 140 114 81.0 a 5.7 $ o 2 3 0 3 1 5 4 0 
..... 952 333 60.3 32 5.8 30 10 5 11 4 2 2 21 12 1 
OK, H.... 170 132 77.6 8 4.7 11 | 1 1 o 8 0 11 a] 0 
OX,€.... 92 7 61.5 4 4.3 s 9 0 1 0 3 0 4 0 0 
.u... 173 109 «= 63.0 4 2.3 5 Q 6 ° i 3 1 3 2 3 
UT. cee 170 127 24.7 7? 4.1 ? 0 0 ? 3 a 0 3 2 5 
WV cece 2s 20 «88.0 i] 0 9 9 8 ° © OC) ° 0 o 0 

117.. | 3,197 1,93 61.4 169 = 8.3 192 31 15 61 » 20 22 142 41 3 
ALM... wz 262 «6461.4 12 3.7 19 2 2 4 | 2 12 i i 
ALM... 231 212 «(91.8 4 1.7 4 3 J 0 1 0 5 3 i 0 
AM. 8.... 143 9 70.2 il 7.8 16 0 Qo 5 i 8 1 10 ’ 7 
FL,M.... 215 1388 «(62.8 11 $.1 12 2 1 ° $ 1 3 5 5 2 
PLM... 701 — 3.2 3% 3.7 32 7 a 10 6 6 3 21 7 4 
PL,S..-- | 1,066 95 647.4 se 458.3 4% il 7 43 21 5 ? 79 16 1 
GA,M...- 314 198 = 62.1 4 1.3 § 1 6 9 1 1 2 a i 8 
GA,M.... 7s % 7.7 3 64.8 3 1 i ° 9 5 1 3 1 0 
64.8.... 132 91 8646.9 | 7.6 11 4 6 1 a a 3 9 5 1 


© EXCLUDES THE OISTRICT OF COLUIBIA. 
ee EXCLUDES MULE 60S TRANSFERRED TO THE DISTRICT OF COLUBIA. 


TABLE J-1 
U.S. OISTAICT COMTS 
AMOR SERVICE 
POR THE TWELVE HONTW PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 1968 


AVERAGE | AVERAGE 
Tova, (ARBER | MUMBER 
SERVING AR ORS HOURS SURORS | OURS 
in THE SESS31 Ons PER ven 
OISTRICT PERIED CONVENED SESS1Qm SESSION | SESSION | SESSION 
TOTAL... 764 10,617 211,610 58,109 19.6 5.4 
OC. cece 7 213 7,971 4, 903 19.2 4.6 
ist... 
eee 3 43 a6 20.0 6. 
veces 20 #3 7,675 1,601 19.5 4.6 
eevee & 3 105 19.7 3. 
|) See 5 53 86 § $.8 
.... 3 67 1,298 602 19.4 6.0 
2m... 
...... 11 2. 25 O24 18.7 g.1 
WV... 9 114 2,205 $62 19.3 4.9 
WV,E.... 47 11,694 2, 968 18.8 4.7 
wv, eee $0 929 17,981 3,772 19.4 4.1 
WY ,M... 9 1 3, 923 19.6 $.3 
V...... 6 1, 357 19.3 3.9 
30... 
O£..... 3 25 46a 193 19.5 7.7 
MJ... 17 263 5,044 1,295 19. 4.8 
PA,E 22 332 6,163 1,655 . 5.0 
Paw % 82 1,626 484 19.8 5.9 
vi ® ee — a — — — — 
oTH.. 
WD....-- 21 267 5,185 1,223 19.4 4.6 
we,e. 7 62 1,233 wi 19.9 6.1 
wc .H 2 26 4% 145 20.6 6.0 
wc, 7 83 1,650 640 19. 7.7 
SC...... & 1,051 339 20.2 6.5 
VA,E. . 25 179 3,492 1,103 § 6.2 
VAM... 7 80 1,016 262 20.3 $.2 
WV,M... 3 42 821 311 19. 7.4 
WV,S... 7 95 1,954 631 6.9 
5TH.. 
LA... io 110 2,153 630 19.6 $.7 
LA.M.. 5 45 255 19.0 5.7 
LA,w.. 3 83 1,621 480 19.5 5.8 
MS... 3 28 187 18.9 6.7 
MS,S... “9 278 19.5 $.7 
TX.M.. 17 119 2,355 719 19.8 6.0 
TH,E.... 5 59 1,179 343 20.6 5.8 
TX,S..-- 14 173 3,431 894 19.8 $.2 
TX,W.. 23 153 2, 783 19.5 $.1 
6TH. 
KY,E 7 40 799 202 20.0 $.1 
KY, 2 62 1,299 386 21.0 6.2 
m1,£ 19 we , 968 1,634 19.8 5.4 
IW 5 87 1,6% 505 19.5 5.8 
Ou," + 14 175 3,434 1,078 19.6 6.2 
OH,S 5 ae 1,723 461 20.0 5.4 
TW,E & 57 1, 408 19.3 7.2 
THM J 4 24 222 20.5 6.5 
TWH... 7 69 1,368 ms 19.8 5.6 


TABLE Jm1 
U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
GRAMD JUROR SERVICE 
FOR THE TWELVE WOWTH PERIOO ENDED AME BO, 1968 


AVERAGE | AVERAGE 
TOTAL a] momen 
SERVING JURORS HOURS 
im THE SESSIONS In 10 PER 
OISTRICT PERIOD EWED SESSION SESSION | SESSION | SESSION 
7TH... 
IL Woes 13 de? 7,028 1,990 20.3 $.6 
IL,C.... 3 ae 690 1% 20.3 $.8 
BheBecce 4 $2 1,080 209 20.8 $.6 
IW,M.... & TS 1,990 $31 20.7 5.6 
IW,S..5. ? a 1,709 639 19.9 7.4 
WILE... 3 x 1,179 295 21.1 $.3 
WI... 4 20 7 % 19.9 4.8 
OTH... 
aA... 4 29 623 217 21.5 7.8 
ARH... a 16 317 101 : 6.3 
1A... 4 Be 692 243 9.2 4.8 
lA, ee . 2 a 199 1 6 6.1 
Le 5 71 1,465 3a2 20.6 $.4 
WO,E.... $ as 1,666 483 18.9 5.5 
WO,M.... e % 1,959 $19 20.5 6.8 
|) See 1 $3 962 337 18.8 6.4 
D.. eee 2 19 Ba? ba) 20.4 $.2 
$0... ef * 42 621 310 19.5 7.4 
9TH... 
AK... 2 23 460 190 19.1 6.5 
Al. *eeee 6 1,669 19.2 6.2 
CAN... 17 259 4,669 1,342 18.8 $.2 
CA, eee 9 1,603 $17 19.1 6.2 
A 32 392 7,982 2,478 19.3 6.3 
ca,$ ‘ j 10 250 4,981 1,243 19.8 $.0 
— 5 63 1, 19.4 $.3 
is eceee 2 os 954 21.2 6.6 
Ti ccccce 3 19 Boe 110 19.3 5.8 
ee 8 129 2,428 674 18.8 $.2 
OR. eee 6 67 1,791 $11 20.1 5.9 
WA,E... J 6% 19.3 7.0 
WAH... a 91 1,920 21.1 7.7 
** . 1 ae 493 129 19.0 5.0 
wa ® j — 2 — — — — 
r : 
10TH... 
CO....4. 2 | 67 1,325 19.8 7.0 
sees a | 60 = 11,225 31 20.4 5.9 
WH ..... 2 29 631 197 21.8 6.8 
OK,H... 2 24 505 192 21.0 8.0 
OK,E.... 2 13 2% 92 22.8 7.1 
OK,W... 3 65 1,247 437 19.2 6 7 
UT. .. .. 2 $2 97 18.6 5.5 
WY. cee 2 19 359 147 18.9 7.7 
11TH. | | 
| i | 
ALN. ‘ 64 | 1,298 | 401 20.3 6.3 
ALM. s | 31 2 190 20.9| 6.1 
AL,S...- 7 40 | 605 286 20.1 7.2 
FL,N.. ‘4 60 1,250 401 20.8 6.7 
FL,M... 12 237 4,666 1,407 19.7 $.9 
* oe 3 652 12,687 , 19.5 3.9 
GA,W... 11 137 | 2,734 20.0 6.5 
GA,M.... 5 34* 649 201 19.7 5.9 
GAS... 3 30 | 653 192 21.8) 6.4 


© THE DISTRICTS OF THE VIRGIN ISLAWOS AND THE WORTHERW MARIANA ISLANDS REPORTED 
WO GRAND JURIES IN EXISTENCE DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD 


407 SD 


essa’ DISTRICT COURTS 
PETIT JUROR CE OW DAYS JURORS WeXE SELECTED FOR TRIAL 
OURI NG TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED AME 30, 19680 
| WUMBER OF JURORS PRESENT WAUMBER OF TRIALS STARTING Gn THE 
FOR JURY SELECTION GR ORIENTATION reves SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 
PERCENT JUAT 
wot SELECTED &cT 

PERCENT PERCENT SERVING OR (CIVIL AMD PERCENT PERCENT 

OISTRICT TOTAL SELECTED | CHALLENGED | CHALLENGED IMAL TOTAL CIVIL CRIMI MAL 

TOTAL... 362, 304 29.9 me 33.7 11,078 6,909 $8.9 41.1 

ee 6,624 23.9 29.8 4.4 1% is $7.2 42.8 
1ST... 

ME. ..ss 1,181 9.5 42.5 0 19 20.8 63.2 

eee 8, 25.3 29.6 2 2% 23s 77.9 22.1 

Whe nee 1,604 5.5 42.8 21.7 7 *4* 77.3 22.7 

Rinses 1,576 $2.6 25.8 1.6 % 4 0 100 0 

coves 4,070 27.9 39.4 7 101 100 39.0 61.0 
2m0... 

cT.. 3,077 33.2 4.8 22.0 107 9 55.6 4.4 

MV,M... 3,099 22.7 18.8 58.5 78 71 80.3 19.7 

MY,E.... 048 25.6 38.7 3.7 272 77 3.4 63.6 

wy,s 20,285 18.9 4.9 J 379 379 62.5 37.5 

WY." 2,095 34.2 33.7 32.0 os 21 47.6 $2.4 

V...... 787 41.7 29.9 28.5 43 18 61.1 33.9 
3a0.. 

DE...... 1,355 32.0 37.7 30.3 ” * %.2 53.8 

Moses 9,563 22.6 42.3 38.1 164 65.2 8 

PA,E.. 19, 464 22.6 42.4 35.0 47% 476 $1.9 18.1 

PAM... 2,753 : 4.0 13.3 158 64.9 3.1 

PA,H.. 3,882 S| 42.3 28.6 115 90 62.2 37.8 

—R& 3,173 45.8 4.2 19.9 9 77.8 22.2 


54 


OUR 1 eG TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED . 
OF AURORE PRESENT WUMBER OF TRIALS STARTING OW THE 
FOR JURY SELECTION GR ORIENTATION SAME DAY THE JURY MAS SELECTED 
PERCENT JSUATES 
WOT SELECTED 
PERCENT PERCENT SERVING OR (CIVIL AMD PERCENT 
OISTRICT TOTAL SELECTED | CHALLENGED | CHALLENGED CRIMIMAL ) TOTAL CIVIL § | CRIMINAL 
— — 
4TH... 
MD. ..eee 7,060 23.9 38.9 37.2 164 194 64.3 38.7 
WCE... 1,909 $2.4 6 9.0 79 42 4.2 $4.8 
WC HM... 1,442 42.9 33.9 21.2 7 0 30.0 70.0 
CM. 1,647 95.6 23.1 21.3 % 73 $8.9 41.1 
BC... es 3,377 62.3 8 8.8 339 11 63.6 %.4 
VA,E... 6,221 32.0 7 37. 226 220 $7.3 42.7 
VAM... 1,096 4.0 42.9 23.1 68 64 66.2 33.8 
Mees ose 39.0 4.9 16.1 % 29 37.9 62.1 
WV,S.... 1,331 39.0 8 12.2 61 $2 73.1 26.9 
TH... 
LA,E.... 4,282 4.1 41.9 12.0 200 234 81.6 18.4 
LAM... $21 37.4 4.3 16.3 2s 2s 64.0 16.0 
Meese 2,490 4.1 9.9 26.0 100 au 82.1 17.9 
MSM... 1,578 37.1 6.8 26.1 63 4s 69.4 30.6 
B.... 3,913 31.7 ».8 33.5 1” as 7$.0 23.0 
THM. 6,182 26.5 31.3 42.2 1$0 132 56.8 43.2 
TX,E.... 4, wi 3.7 23.0 228 a6 $3.8 4.2 
TK,S...- 10,948 29.9 33.0 37.1 322 168 $1.8 48.2 
THM... 5,199 30.1 31.7 38.1 199 105 “4.7 $3.3 
6TH... 
KY,€.... 2,915 32.3 4.0 23.7 93 71 57.7 42.3 
KY,M.... 2,761 27.2 3.6 %.1 7 74 99.5 40.5 
" eGeeer 11,451 24.0 29.4 4.6 294 294 76.2 23.8 
eMeeee 1,318 29.7 30.3 39.9 40 31 54.8 452 
.a... 4,957 26.6 24.5 48.9 158 105 73.3 26.7 
OH,S.. 3,824 27.6 31.2 41.2 111 87 9.3 43.7 
TW,E 2,748 38.9 27.3 33.9 133 133 79.7 20.3 
TH,M 1,824 35.2 30.3 34.5 72 72 75.0 25.0 
TW, Me .e. 1,843 40.4 3.3 24.3 63 31.7 68 3 


Oly 


IL, eee 


Ik, eeee 
L, eee 


am... 


9,910 3-6 35.0 ».9 264 244 4.9 4.1 
1,629 8 33.4 26.9 oa a7 99.6 0.4 
1,938 ». 37.9 27.8 7 3 70.0 3.0 
2,783 30.1 we 38.1 ve $2.6 47.4 
1,167 31. 41.3 27.0 m 3 —A 2.8 
2,207 32.6 47.4 20.0 1s 63.0 37.0 
1,368 “. “4.9 9 24 . 20.1 
3,337 29.8 42.9 27. oe eo 73.0 27.0 
2,318 30.0 4.2 35.8 63 0 63.3 16.7 
788 24.4 32.2 43.4 17 1s 40.0 60.0 
1, 35.1 32.5 32.4 a7 6b 93.0 4.0 
4,210 26.3 35.0 38.6 108 107 $2.3 47.7 
6, 28.9 41.6 29.5 203 203 72.9 27.1 
3, 30.7 “4.7 24.6 116 106 %.7 43.3 
1,918 29.7 32.4 37.9 99 oe 5.9 34.1 
614 19.7 29.4 $1.0 16 16 43.8 9.3 
1,948 . 43.5 20.1 os $2 4.2 $5.8 
1, 666 33.1 29.7 37.2 38 38 18.4 61.6 
5,2 27.6 4.3 28.1 122 120 16.7 63.3 
5,038 26.2 43.8 30.0 121 120 25. 0 $3.0 
2,434 28.8 35.6 35.5 61 s7 es 99.6 
11,292 27.6 4.7 27.7 261 281 47.7 $2.3 
963 30. 3.1 4.9 9 7” 23.2 76.8 
1,964 6.6 54. 9.1 $a 2 50.0 $0.0 
908 %.0 4.8 17.2 14 24 $2.9 47.1 
1,628 26.4 %.2 37.3 0 20 47.5 $2.5 
2,$21 32.7 9. 27.8 66 oe 24.2 75.8 
2 908 25.9 v0. 43.8 90 % 72.2 27.8 
1,068 26.0 33.2 5.8 25 21 33.3 6.7 
2,509 28.4 %.7 4.9 72 71 6.5 53.5 
218 16.1 55.5 28.4 3 2 313.3 6.7 
202 12.9 7 56.4 1 i -0 100.0 
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U.8. OF 
PETIT AMOR SERVICE GH DAYS AURORS 
nen sonnet oars ens MRE, BLACTED 19680 


= 
3 
3 
ã 
2 
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(APBER OF AMBRE PRESENT WUMBER OF TRIALS STARTING Gu THE 
FOR SURV SELECTION GR GRIGHTATION vanes SAME DAY THE JURY WAS SELECTED 
&s 
— | wets 
OIsTRICT Teta SELECTED Cul. tues Sul eneeD CRIME MAL ) TOTAL CIVIL | CRIMINAL 
10TH. . 
CO....6. 2,928 28.6 33.8 33.7 61 80 61.3 33.8 
as. eeeee 2,620 349 31.6 33.9 ee 67 74.7 23.3 
| 2,418 41.3 0.1 6 93 $2 46.2 $3.8 
of. eee 1,280 37.6 43.6 uu. a9 SB 48 6 $1.4 
> . or 712 62.2 31.2 6. 38 22 84 40.9 
= Mee 3,916 35.6 31.1 33.3 171 184 1.2 18.8 
eee-ee 2,109 28.7 8 4 oo 49 $1.0 49.0 
R 343 43.0 0 9 16.2 33 32 90.6 9.4 
11TH... 
AL Mewes 2,865 41.8 211 10.1 137 194 79.1 9 
AL, eeee 1,992 94.9 32.8 12.2 11s Be) 93.3 4.7 
AL,S... 1,441 99.8 4 6 ae 11 $4.5 4.5 
Lm. 3,1 41.9 37.7 20.4 110 2 20.2 71.8 
FL,M.. . 8. 28.1 7 4.2 185 177 4.6 93.4 
8.... 22,725 23.5 Mes 40.1 471 466 19.3 60.7 
64.4. .. | 6,146 33.5 40.9 23.6 222 194 61.3 38.7 
GA,M.... | 1,470 4.4 46 19.0 55 24 77.3 22.7 
GA,S.... | 2,257 40.6 9 . 113 37 $4.1 4.9 


© THIS TABLE one DATA OM JURY SELECTION DAYS GMLY. DATA GW JUROR SERVICE AFTER THE SELECTION 
DAY ARE WOT INCLUDED. THEREFORE, A OISTRICT THAT SELECTS A JURY ON ONE DAY AND BEGINS THE TRIAL 
AT A LATER ate WILL SHON JUROR ACTIVITY BUT WILL NOT “on TRIAL ACTIVITY. 


WOTE: QUE TO ROUNDING PERCENTS MAY WOT ADD TO 100.0 PERCENT. 
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FEDERAL OF ocrensen” ORGANI ZATI 
SIROURY OF REPRESENTATIONS OY prsrasct 
CURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AMM 30, 1968 
CASES CLOSED 
ncpecseutariens 7ꝛi 
DISTRICT 196? ote 
Teva. ereeeeeeeee 9,797 3S, P04 
CRIM mak 5.769 23,354 
APPEALS 919 1, 169 
ermena 3,069 11,741 
,) — — eeeeeeee 198 1,074 
caiuiuai 118 623 
APPEALS TT 2 
— — 3? 219 
Ca.8 eee . 261 953 
CRlMI MAL 194 719 232 
APPEALS 22 19 22 
orwee rv 218 “ 
CAB. cance eeeeee 237 1,713 1.08 2,403 1.5 318 
1$2 1,186 i, 1,906 1.7 241 
$ 17 a 28 17 0.7 16 
os 903 $10 083 0.9 61 
E—⸗ ee 1,779 1,681 4, 2.8 702 
CRininas 303 ona a7e | (3,819 6.3 419 
ĩ % se $3 ry 0.5 81 
225 727 790 20 1.1 202 
iene 0? 7,3% 7,119 | $,902 0.8 190 
CRlMiaaL 317 5,918 5.301 | 4,535 0.8 rev 
APPEALS 28 107 6? 62 0.9 os 
ermen 102 1,771 1.703 008 06 168 
—â— 153 91 901 935 1.8 143 
CRIMI MAL 81 oe) 18 ror 2.7 71 
APPEALS 17 a 18 5 0.3 0 
ormen “ 145 168 3 0.3 32 
te. 110 279 208 $30 2.1 91 
CRIMINAL 61 108 11? #12 3.5 $2 
APPEALS 3 7 0.1 5 
OTHER “ 112 124 117 0.9 » 
a —_ 70 316 308 707 2.3 78 
CRIMINAL a? 229 231 638 2.8 “s 
APPEALS ? 22 13 ‘ 0.3 16 
OTHER 16 63 64 66 1.0 17 
en 216 76 700 | 1,007 2.6 250 
CRIMINAL 119 493 470 | 1,622 3.5 142 
APPEALS 22 37 22 ‘ 0.4 7 
OTWER 7§ 204 208 179 0.9 71 
——— 1,686 1,659 1,299 | 4,114 3.2 2,006 
CRIMINAL 788 1,092 rye : 4.2 1,038 
APPEALS 181 106 87 15 0.2 200 
OTWER 717 61 36? 1.5 811 
en 212 758 161 1,679 2.2 204 
CRIMIWAL 138 335 359 | 1,400 3.9 134 
APPEALS 29 27 2 ‘ 0.2 26 
OTHER 4 3% 370 273 0.7 $1 


SIE 
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TABLE 
FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 
SUHOURY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTN PERIEGD ENDED AME 30, 1968 


Cases Cre@eseo 
REPRESENTATIONS PEMDING PENDING 
AAY 1, CASES JumME 30, 
DISTRICT 1987 OPENED WUMBER TOTAL | PER CASE 1968 
Ch ecocccccccccece 120 468 4h 965 2.3 194 
CRIMI MAL a0 bee 355 823 2.3 91 
APPEALS 23 17 16 78 4.8 24 
OTHER 17 6s 63 a4 1.3 » 
BW eMBeccccccceces 298 os? 637 1,739 2.7 320 
CRIMI MAL 182 409 22 1,542 4.0 209 
? $ 7 7 1.0 5 
109 245 208 189 0.8 106 
TOT: 1L-C,S,MO-E.. 95 473 432 760 1.6 is 
CRIMI MAL 8 312 284 725 2.6 8) 
2s 29 36 12 0.4 28 
1s 1 122 44 0.4 3s 
BB. ccccceccce a ad 2 bad af 2 
CRIMI MAL 1 ° 1 
APPEALS = — — — — — 
OTHER 1 1 — — — 
— 37 192 191 316 1.7 38 
CRIMI MAL 27 142 146 290 2.0 23 
APPEALS 6 6 ? a 0.2 5 
4 o4 4 26 0.6 10 
eee 96 261 299 465 1.9 98 
CRIMI MAL a7 170 137 435 2 60 
19 23 19 10 § 23 
OTHER 10 as a3 20 0.2 15 
TB cccccccccocecs 79 396 371 6% 1.9 102 
CRIMI MAL iad 227 211 612 2.9 
APPEALS 7? 20 10 12 1.2 17 
OTwER a2 191 190 73 5 
La,€.. eeeeeereee 163 460 419 845 2.0 144 
CRIME ” 246 258 708 2.7 87 
APPEALS 9 21 4 0.2 10 
OTHER 55 133 141 1% 1.0 47 
Gra cecccccccccccs 337 6% a9e 1,694 1.9 318 
Crimi 226 612 629 1,463 2.3 209 
APPEALS 18 23 1 0.6 26 
OTMER 93 233 246 217 0.9 80 
—A 4 174 151 435 2.9 117 
CRIMI MAL 52 107 97 3% 3.9 62 
APPEALS 10 11 9 0.3 12 
OTWER 32 % 45 57 1.3 43 
M1, Ee.... eeee 7 321 715 648 1,492 1.8 188 
CRIMI MAL 228 630 1,321 2.1 i187 
APPEALS 12 10 17 é 0.4 5 
GTWER 81 146 201 165 0.8 % 
ec ececccccccecs 79 Ke 266 617 3.1 117 
CRIMINAL * 136 121 741 1 54 
APPEALS 21 19 17 7 0.4 23 
OTHER 19 149 128 69 0.5 40 
A........ eee 187 2,027 2,068 733 0.4 146 
CcAlulual 2 619 2.6 80 
APPEALS 14 17 12 0.7 5 
OTHER 107 1,769 1,615 103 0.1 61 
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FEEDERS: OE oer eubee encan TZAT 1 OMS 
SAHOURY OF REPRESENTATIONS GY DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED AME 30, 1968 


CaSE€sS CLeseod 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING 4 PENDING 
AAY 1 CASES ume 30, 
DISTRICT 1967 | oremeD | momen | TeTaL| PER CASE 1 
ereeeeereeeeeeee 241 820 19 1,632 2.0 1862 
CAIMIMAL 192 ot 097 1,437 9 1464 
APPEALS 19 10 17 15 9 12 
OTWER 20 «OL 3a0 0.9 2% 
Bde ccccccccccccce 271 924 82a 2,643 2.9 
CRIMINAL 207 73 706 2,390 3.3 440 
APPEALS 17 26 a il 0.3 16 
OTwER 47 1s7 163 243 1.4 4) 
TTT 165 419 1 $41 1.5 233 
CRIMEMAL 62 237 196 $00 2.6 103 
APPEALS 29 54 31 18 0.6 54 
OTWER 74 126 124 23 0.2 % 
TOT: MEW YORKe... 716 2,172 2,018 7,64 3.8 870 
CRIMINAL 347 1,367 1,296 6,70 5.4 658 
APPEALS 32 a0 71 a3 0.6 4) 
OTWER 137 73s 691 606 1.2 171 
OF PT 255 045 600 3,832 4.8 300 
CRIMT MAL 222 659 634 3,525 $.6 247 
APPEALS — — — — — — 
OTMER 13 186 166 207 1.8 53 
2mD CIR........ 4i 120 107 os 0.6 $4 
CRIMIMAL — — — ~ — — 
APPEAL 2 80 71 43 0.6 41 
OTWER 9 20 2 22 0.6 13 
WV 8........... 420 1,207 1,111 3,737 3.4 $16 
CRIMIMAL 325 708 3,261 $.2 411 
APPEALS — — — — — 
OTMER 9s 4 209 “7 1.0 105 
WE Bac ccccccccees 101 380 wi 660 2.2 150 
CRIMIMAL 61 203 187 553 3.0 77 
APPEALS * 28 9 11 1.2 a8 
OTMER 31 119 105 97 0.9 5 
105 266 257 473 1.8 114 
CRIMIMAL 204 183 427 2.3 73 
APPEALS ¥ 8 10 22 2.2 7 
OTMER ea 34 64 2s 0.4 34 
TOT: GKLAHOMA.... 106 448 414 897 2.2 1460 
CRIMIMAL 70 278 2$1 7% 3.0 97 
APPEALS 23 35 n 15 0.5 29 
OTHER 13 135 134 127 0.9 14 
rr 31 132 1% 358 2.6 27 
CRIMINAL 21 as $2 298 3.2 14 
ALS * 7 7 3 0.6 7 
OTHER 6 0 40 5a 1.4 6 
eBecccccccces 13 65 62 1% 3.2 16 
CRIMINAL 4 3s 34 156 4.6 9 
APPEALS d 4 2 ° ° 5 
OTHER a 2 26 0 1.5 2 
beeccccccee 62 2$1 216 343 1.6 97 
CRIMINAL 1 138 128 302 2.4 74 
APPEALS 16 24 23 12 0.5 17 
OTWER 69 66 0.4 6 


SH) 
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TABLE K- 
FEDERAL DEFENDER GRGANI ZATIONS 
SUOURY OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 
OURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIGD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


CaSES CLOSED 
REPRESENTATIONS PENDING i” PENDING 

SAY 1, CASES SME 30, 
DISTRICT 1967 OPENED CUB ER Tota. | PER CASE 1968 
— 25) 560 $31 76 1.4 262 
CRIMINAL rv 259 245 673 2.7 100 
MPPEALS 67 wv 28 20 0.7 1% 
oTwen 100 264 258 7 0.3 106 
PA eee 370 $27 534 1,074 2.0 2 
CRIMINAL 179 29) 901 632 2.8 171 
APPEALS 22 28 2% 8 0.3 2 
OTWER 169 206 208 234 1.1 167 
TOT:PA-" & W..... 215 901 498 909 2.4 218 
CRIMINAL % 259 266 826 3.1 a9 
APPEAL 03 $2 50 14 0.3 “5 
OTHER % 190 182 169 0.8 a 
PAM 4 cc ceeee $1 112 117 247 2.1 46 
CRIMINAL 21 rv 227 3.4 20 
APPEALS 4 10 ? - - 12 
a 21 % ry} 20 0.5 16 
Pa,w § eeee eee 14 148 210 1.4 &e 
CRIMINAL 15 69 70 147 2.1 16 
ALS 8 10 0.5 3 
OTWER % 69 59 0.9 27 
Pau... *e eee 118 243 233 $32 2.3 128 
CRIMINAL 126 129 42 3.8 48 
APPEALS 2 » 33 10 0.3 wo 
OTHER n as 71 71 1.0 43 
ee 111 742 791 1,794 2.3 62 
CRIMINAL 86 $82 633 1,683 2.7 » 
APPEALS - 2 2 é 2.0 - 
20 158 156 107 0.7 28 
eeeeee eeee 87 cy 3s 097 1.8 108 
CRIMIMAL 69 200 269 470 1.7? 80 
APPEALS 2 s 6 - - 3 
OTHER 16 71 62 28 0.4 2s 
Tw. eeene eeee 102 324 299 996 1.3 127 
CRIMI 53 241 202 320 1.6 92 
APPEALS 9 11 2 0.1 10 
OTMER 00 71 a4 713 0.9 25 
I 41 218 $16 2.4 82 
CRIMINAL 79 194 147 “59 3.1 % 
APPEALS ‘ 5 3 4 0.6 1 
OTHER 8 60 6) $2 0.8 § 
(E—E—⸗ 265 1,389 1, 2,330 1.5 325 
CRIMINAL 186 1,060 1,010 2,108 2.1 bs 
APPEALS 10 34 20 0.1 rt) 
OTHER 69 095 rr 220 0.4 6s 
ree Teer 2% 962 870 937 1.1 408 
CRIMI MAL 205 715 626 a3 1.3 294 
APPEALS 28 31 16 8 0.5 43 
OTHER 63 2% 228 98 0.4 71 
—D yy 403 204 908 2.6 113 
CRIMIMAL 64 326 962 3.0 as 
APPEALS § 21 7? 7 - 19 
OTHER § 34 51 26 0.3 10 
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TABLE K-1 
FEDERAL DEFENDER ORGANIZATIONS 
SOUR OF REPRESENTATIONS BY DISTRICT 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIED ENDED AME 30, 1968 


Cas€sS Crteseod 
REPRESENTATIONS PEMD OS PEMDING 
AAY 1, Cases AME 30, 
OMsTRICT 1967 GPENED CSU Ee TOTAL | PER CASE 1988 
TOT : ALASKA, MA-W. . 191 778 727 1,367 1.9 239 
TA1MAL 91 $18 289 1,209 2.$ 120 
APPEALS 21 3a 27 il 0.4 28 
OTHER 7 223 211 148 0.7 91 
TTT 43 187 179 $04 2.8 $1 
CRIMI MAL 19 123 118 “53 3.8 24 
ALS 4 7 10 6 0.6 “3 
16 ay $1 a 0.9 a2 
A See 1 40 Sea San 83 1.6 168 
CRIMI MAL 72 395 371 1% 2.0 % 
APPEALS 3 17 17 6 0.3 13 
OTWER 63 1% 166 102 0.6 79 
eSecccccccccece 46 211 201 213 1.1 60 
CRIMINAL 23 104 91 167 1.8 20 
APPEALS 1 10 ? 7 1.0 4 
GTWER 22 “7 103 + 2] 0.4 16 


1 Details may not add to total due to rounding to whole hours. 

2 Other representations include court directed prisoner repre- 
sentations, bail/presentment,witness, probation revocation, 
and parole revocation representations. 

3 Total includes 1,443 court directed prisoner representations 
of inmates of the U.S. Medical Center for Federal Prisoners at 
Springfield, Missouri. 

4 The reporting totals were received from the defender office in 
Harrisburg. 

5 The reporting totals were received from the defender office in 
Scranton. 

e Community Defender Organizations. 
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TABLE -1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 


DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 


DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1988 
(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 


Cracult 
aD 68Gb) 
OrsTRICcT Total TRAFFIC TweFT GRuS | MAPeNS | TRESPASS mie SSSA T ran STuER 
Teta... 13,418 7,341 1,540 2,64 33 20 84 118 1. 2 1,0% 
R...... 129 na 9 e i * i 16 74 
187... 63 3 15 g al aad ° i 1 6 
WE... Pd B i ° * * * * * a 
m.. ee bu baad 12 & baad © aad i © 1 
| - — = — — = = 3— — — 
U...... 2 — 2 - — — — - — — 
...... 8 * e 1 © ° e * 1 a 
a. . 369 20 63 & i i u © 135 + 
| ee 3 * i - * * i * 1 2 
Wv,0... s7 23 6 J e i 3 - 10 uu 
wv,€ 113 * & 21 2 e 8 © 64 12 
ws. . 110 e a 89 4 > 4 e Ps) & 
Wy... 78 i 21 7 * a * mn uu 
VT... ee 43 © 1 1 2 aad al baad 1 10 
MW... 361 10 91 7 * 3 3 4 118 —2 
.. ee 17 _ 10 4 = — — 3 ~ — 
Bd. ccees 231 ® * C) - i 2 4 102 me 
Pa, *8 3 — — — — — — — 2 1 
Pah... 20 1 a 3 e e * * 11 9 
PA,M.... & — — — — - - — — 4 
V.. ee = - — — — — — — = — 


OURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 


TABLE M1 U.S. DISTRICT COUNTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
OEFENOANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 


Z 8 “g° 235 tam gl itt anmmega git erneanen- 
3 LL AQP—rQR'<' pli rarnmngg, g | ageqrage 
; -) ob hole! ed Oe eee © 
F| OL Rte teerrtres 1s eeeecsers tame 
i ee ee er ee 
' | Rabe ie Pee eo 22——— 
si J sa'org'' =e pierrongg gli griangiar 
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OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 
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DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 
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TABLE &1 US. DISTRICT COURTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OFFENSE 
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Mh. wees 
AZ..... 
Cae 
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DURING THE 12 MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


TABLE 1 U.S. DISTRICT COURTS MISDEMEANOR CASES: 
DEFENDANTS DISPOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISTRATES BY NATURE OF OF FENSE 
(MISDEMEANORS OTHER THAN PETTY OFFENSES) 
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TABLE WIA U.S, DISTRICT LOURTS. 


DLFENOAN'S DISHOSED OF BY U.S. MAGISIAAIES B\ MATURE OF OFFENSE 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD CMOED Jue 30, 1900 
(PETTY OFFENSES) 
Cincy. 
wee oo / pune / Hunt / 

DISTRICT | TOT | TRAFFIC | ImmGRATION | GRUG | MAIL | DISORDERLY | FISW/CANP | TRESPASSING | IMEFT | OmMER 
i... om | 8M 0 127 9 ise 
WOE ais | bee * 565 0 ) 2 ». 4 ün, 
won é q 3 0 ® i 0 ° ° 
wow a2 x 3 H 10 u mr no 8 6& 

J 574 4 qo 3 a 10 20 e 6 

at si | |e? > % 9 34 85 em 7 ww 
val Bi 160 q 6 0 n ie i 

wa ‘ } o 34 0 0 0 0 ° i 
ws e ib q 6 0 i 0 0 i i 
Ste. UM Te ; i 5 we 2 ¢ R 
LAN Mm i o 2 0 6 * 
209 * o 19 0 9 %5 JI46 
RSM 19 279 q 5 2 é 0 J 28 
RSS 495 390 o 5 0 i 20 6 > 2 

1M 159 a 2 3 2 22 0 i 8 6 

THE 129 at o Wl 0 14 rr) j 4M 

1x5 2073 209 ro 1 0 5 ũ 5 5 

iũt te) im? lb 2 207 u o % dj 
6th... KE 160 e 1 0 J 4 
X vñ u @ eR 0 u 5 7 2 

nie 101 10) q *n ¢ 12 0 0 » 2 

niu 27 i e 5 i 1 0 i i ii 
om 10 6 q 0 " 2 } ‘ J 2 
OS w 64 e 3 0 2 1 i qo ou 

1H wi 2% 2 3 0 4 4 2 oq ® 

To % “ q 1 0 6 ‘ 9 e 1 

as 2 19 q 0 0 i ° i 2 i 
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vcr coal Hac te BITC NRRYE havc E BPA TIRE GPP cue 
DURING IME TULVE MONTH PERIOD EMBED Ju JO, 1908 


(PETTY OFFENSES) 
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wren MEE fate et Sag, 


MESDENEANGRS OTHER Than PETTY OFFENSES 
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MISDENEANGRS GTHER Than PETTY OFFENSES 
wet CoNvICTED COmvICcTeD 
ara ‘wr aay 
oisract | vevm | ram | ‘em | vam | ‘mea | eta | vain 
7... a1 us ? - a — 4 
B.... a * ad ° 
obese 23 i 1 a 80 1 2 
—— — & 8 i ad 21 aa 3 
eBeeee 2 1 2 i © Ss 
eBeeee 864 11g ? e 119 2 
eevee 7 i ad 2 9 i 
eMeces § 3 e ad a © ad 
6mm... ag 10 3 1 309 ag 2 
aA.t.... 2 1 2 i ae * 
eee ti] 2 bad ad a4 i aad 
14,@.... 4a baad bad © & 4 ad 
la, seen 7 = © bad y a a 
22222 18 1 S ad 14 baad S 
.... R 3 2 e as © 1 
eM. ees a | 10 3 ° a | 11 i 
= Ci ait oe ae 
eeeeee 4 1 bad 3 eS ° 
9m... ean 8 19 | 3,387 «0 np 
ree 117 47 ° 3 o% - i 
TTTTT 329 19 ° 2 207 © 1 
CA,M.... pty oe ° 2 343 3 i 
eBooee 140 29 * 2 107 2 e 
ebeeee “4 a i a 60 2 > 
Ca.$.... 941 13 i 2 n 2 e 
U...... 1, 66 701 a 3 1% 1s 6 
WD...... 2 2 - 19 2 2 
wr. eeee a 2 = ad 2 ” = 
WV... . 2 bead © i 2 4 i 
| 1s © a = 1g bea ba 
m, eeee 20 & > bed 2? => bd 
WA,M.... 1,030 221 4 6 763 43 11 
“..... - - — — — — — 
10TH. . 6 126 2 | 288 9 12 
ce eeeee 1% 7 = = i” ad © 
OS...06. 122 93 i = 61 : | a 
V...... 2 i aa = Ps] bd > 
Om.... 20 e ° e 16 a 3 
o.e. * — — — g — - 
OKM.... Pal 26 * i 205 2 4 
UT....ee a ? 1 e J i i 
WY... ee 3 > bad = 3 @ = 
11TH... 2,338 oe 214 7? 1,701 Fea 12 
AL,i.... eo i > > % 3 > 
ALLM.... 115 a i i % 8 3 
eBocce 10 4 * sg 9 > i 
. eee u ? e e 19 § 2 
A... $2 i - - 80 i 
oS... 8 D4 1 1 8 > > 
Monee 1% 18 9 8 121 7 ? 
Ga,e. eee 1,744 13 206 * 1,398 270 2 
Ga,$.. . 113 3 a 1 70 § 3 


Reg @ BY U.S. ARGISIKAITS OY ITPE GF BISIESI TION 


TABS 24 U.S. DISIMICH CuMmI'. 
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and cations Weturel- | Natura)- and cations | Metwel- | Nature)- 
District Processed® | isation (mex! District Procesmed® | imation ized 
Total ......... 692 243,030 | 252,742 Teh Ch. ..... - 16,068 15,118 
Be oo ceeeeece 1 770 639 Mi TM ccccccece - 12,830 11,777 
TMD ccccccees . 620 704 
Ist Cir. ..... 50 8,259 5,942 TM cocces ° - 280 472 
8 Ree - 607 602 
ME... eee - 265 $12 || IN,8......... - 874 64) 
VA ogcecesess - 5,282 3,874 || WILE..... ° - 763 744 
Te ccccecccer - 95 74 WLW ow. caee - 384 178 
EV—— 1,257 742 
PR Se eeere 50 1,360 940 OthCr...... J 4,927 4,386 
Qnd Cir...... 16 40,065 33,735 AR,E..... - 278 239 
AmR,.. ..... - 146 97 
OD accccccece 16 3,863 3.969 || IA, N..... . 243 218 
Me cocccecce - - - Be @ cccccces - $13 435 
4B 26,249 20,564); MN ......... - 1,585 1,347 
MeN oceccces - » 0,156 MO,E..... - 746 703 
NY,W......., - 749 766 || MO,W.... - 671 704 
We seecoceene . 140 158 a seseee J 432 352 
ND eeeeces . 190 166 
rd Cir...... - 24,086 26,708 || SD. TeTTTT - 123 125 
Me senceeeges - 289 302 OthCi...... . 86,051 | 103,671 
SPA - 18,293 21,288 
EEE soccccee - 3,269 2,069 || AK ........ - $86 $83 
PA,M........ - 265 240 AZ * . 1,746 1,791 
PA,W........ - 673 65) Tite DH cccccece - 12,899 16,049 
WP veecsvecese - 1,279 1,258 || CA,@........ - 2,992 2,445 
Pree - 47,145 62,486 
*hCir...... 87 11,515 10,508 iy BD cccccece J 6,036 7,210 
T ees eeeseces - 4,497 3,859 
BP oa cccssece - 3,390 2,735 || ID.. TTT . 228 210 
B...... 601 709 || MT .......... . 189 183 
|S. BAe - 324 432 i ¢ecesee - 1,257 1,102 
NC, W........ - 406 451 Me ac6se ‘ - 1,433 1,326 
Peo J 914 043 WA,E........ - 398 382 
ME ccc eeese 18 5,408 4,754 WA,W........ - 5,149 4,864 
Wile WH cccccces } J 224 239 eee P - 1,495 1,180 
SS Baer 68 &8 85 NMI..... ° - 1 1 
Te cccccces 1 160 160 
10th Cr. . 5 6,729 6,470 
MhCr...... 1 10 | 22,838 19,413 
| SP vcceces - 2,08 2,279 
LA, ©... 2. e - 1,731 1,324) K8........... - 1,171 1,32 
—D....... 221 27. Pee ° - 642 $72 
’ Barer - | 487 383 OK,N. e - 282 286 
MS, NM ........ - 111 108 OR,E ........ 110 108 
... 395 227); OK,W........ - 823 901 | 
|S Bee - 4,055 2,842 ME 6eceaseses - 928 972 
. ° BAe J 592 Te Se ccecces 5 17 32 
i 66eesees 10 7,149 7,447 
WE veccsses - 8,097 6,125 1ithCr. .... ~ 13,944 16,847 
@hCir...... 523 7,905 9,505 PE secceess J 314 330 
AL, M ‘ - 177 162 
.. 121 120|| ALS......... - 42 111 
Ss Bae J 353 258 Bae - $25 $96 
8 eee - 2,461 4,202 A 1,872 2,135 
8 Bere $23 812 647 SePVErire - 8,880 11,321 
| eee - 1,890 1,696 || GA,N........ - 1,723 1,343 
. 9 eee - 1,154 1,360 || GA,M........ - 276 345 
MENTE 66s ceses J 230 349 EN 6c cceses - 335 304 
Wie TE ccccccee - 578 398 
.  . Pree ~ 306 275 


* Excludes passports processed by regional U.S. passport offices, U.S. post offices, and state courts. 
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SERVICE PROVIDED BY AMO 


TABLE V~1 


U.S. DISTRICT COURTS 
RECEIVED FROM VISITING JUDGES 


DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD EWDE.) JUNE 30, 1968 


SERVICES PROVIDED 10 OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 


SERVICES RECEIVED BY OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 


JUDGES JUDGE S 
PROVIDING CIVIL | CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL | CRIMINAL 
circuit STRVICE CASES | CASES | TRIALS SERVICE CASES | CASES | TRIALS 
— —— TERMI- | TERMI- TERMI- | TERMI - — 
DISTRIC! | STATUS | MUMBER WATED | WATED | PLETEDe status | WUMB ER WATED | MATED | PLETED» 
TOTAL ACTIVE 160 321 9 232 ACTIVE lec 321 ” 232 
SENIOR 73 646 69 259 SENIOR 73 bar 69 259 
5X ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 2 1 - 1 
SENIOR ° ° - - SEWIOR - - - - 
APPEALS. | ACTIVE 1 - - 1 ACTIVE 
SENIOR J - - - SENIOR 
MST... | aCTIVE ? . 3 15 ACTIVE 7 ‘ ~ 13 
SEWIOR 1 31 + 1? SEWIOR 5 “ . 29 
a ACTIVE - J J ACTIVE 3 « - ‘ 
SENIOR J SEWIOR } - - ¢ 
ACTIVE 1 4 - 1 ACTIVE 1 - - 2 
SENIOR - - - - SEWIGA 1 31 - 17 
WH... ACTIVE 1 - - 1 ACTIVE 2 1 - 3 
SENIOR - . - ~ SEWIS:: 3 4 - rs 
Be cccce ACTIVE 2 o 1 12 ACT, 1 * * —1 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - - - 
Es acces ACTIVE 2 - 2 - ACTIVE . * ° ° 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR - - J 
APPEALS. ACTIVE 1 - * 1 ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 31 * 17 SEWIOR 
2D... ACTIVE 9 14 3 10 ACTIVE 13 e . 26 
SENIOR « 8 1 % SENIOR 16 33 1 48 
Ri ecvece ACTIVE 2 e 1 ACTIVE 2 2 ° 
SENIOR - - - - SENIOR 1 - - 1 
WYN... ACTIVE - - - - ACTIVE 1 * 1 ° 
SENIOR 1 1 - - SENIOR 2 . - 16 
wy ,£ ACTIVE 2 « - 2 ACTIVE 6 - 1 18 
SENIOR . - : . SEMIOR - - : - 
ar ACTIVE 2 1 ] ACTIVE 3 | 5 * t 
SENIOR 3 « 1 % SEWIO: 10 | 28 1 27 
WY. ACTIVE 2 2 1 - ACTIV: 1 1 - 2 
SENIOR - - - - SEWIG™ - - - - 
errr ACTIVE - - ACTIVe - - - - 
SENIOR - - SEWICr 1 5 . . 
APPEALS. ACTIVE 1 ° 8 ACTIVE 
SENIOR 1 2 ~ 2 SEWIO:. 
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TABLE Ved 
us. pistarcy CouRls 
SERVICE PROVIDED BY am RECEIVED FROM VISITING AmGES 
CURING THE THELVE MONTH PERIOD ENOED AE BO, 1988 


ohh TCHS PROVIDEL TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BY GTMER OISTRICT Counts 
ue | 1J JUDGES 
PROVIDING CIVIL [CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL [CRIMINAL 
cracuit seavict cases Cases | TRiaLS seavict cases ah TRIALS 
and TERMI | TERMI COnm- TERMI | TERMI ~~ 
olstaicr Status * watio WATED | PLETED. Status | women waTio waATED | PLETED® 
mo... active ? a ° a active a N ° 23 
Stwion 8 wv 2 1 Steion ‘ 10 i 2 
\) ..... active i 2 ° . active . ⸗ * 
Stwion . - - . Sinion : ° ° 
Oh. cccce active i 1 . ° active i ° ° i 
Senior . - . > Sewror | : i 2 
 * active ‘ 71 * 70 active ° ° ° ° 
Senior ‘ 10 2 1 Stuior . ° - - 
PALM... active - ° . ° active - . ° ⸗ 
Sewion 1 i - . Senior i 1 ° ° 
Pao... active : - - . active ‘ u ' 
Senior . - - . SEwior 1 i - 
Weccces active . . . - active 3 14 * 14 
Senior . - - - Sewion ! 4 - - 
APPEALS. active 1 i active 
SEwior 1 i : . Senior 
ain active A le . 12 active 13 iT 1 2 
Stwior % ) 18 hi SEwrOR , a 23 
7% 
"oO active . - - . active 2 i - i 
SENLOR 2 1 4 SENIOR i - 7? 13 
wt active . . . . active ° ° ° . 
Stwior 1 , - ‘ Séwior - - - - 
WOM. active 1 1 * active 1 - aa 2 
Stwior 1 2 ° 2 SEwior - - * 
WOM, active - | - - . active l i - - 
Stwior . . - . SENIOR 2 5 ⸗ 
Ae Active . - - . active - - - - 
Senior ° - * SEnTOR - - - - 
Vat... active ? 1 ⸗ A active 3 | ? i : 
SEwior ‘ e 17 20 SEwIOR - - 
vam... active 3 | ? - 5 Active * * * 
SEwioR >. | - - - SENIOR é i - 1 
wow... | active , ‘ . : ACTIVE a! u 
SEwior - - - - SENIOR 3 2 1s is 
BeBe cece active 1 2 ⸗ Active 2 2 * * 
SENIOR 1 5 * 1 SENIOR ! - 1 * 
APPEALS active 1 * 1 active 
Senior - - ° ° SENIOR 


a 


TABLE Ved 
AE TRICT CouRTS 
SERVICE PROVIDED bY tived F ViSiTin® AmOES 
QURING THE THELVE HONTW PERIOD Amt OO, 1988 
SERVICES PROV.DED TO OTHER DISTRICT COURTS SERVICES RECEIVED BY GYWER DISTRICT COURTS 
AUDGLS 
PROVIDING CIVIL [CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL [CRIMINAL 
ciacuit seavict cases Casts | TalaLs seavict casts Cagis | TRiaLs 
TERMI | TERMI: COm- Teemi- | TERM Con 
orstaicr svatus | wanece mation WATED | PLETED. STATUS | MaMBeR waltio WATED | PLETED 
ow... active 7 13 ‘ “ active Ph) 13 1 a“ 
Sewion ‘ $ . s Senior ‘ ? . 2) 
bA.t.... | active i - . 5 active : - i i 
Sewion i - - 3 stwion : - : ° 
ee active . - . - active 1 i . i 
Senior > . ° ° Stnion . - ° : 
bacm.... | active 5 i . 2 active 4 5 - 2 
Senior . - ° > SEmioR i i : . 
a active i ° i * active 2 i - i 
Sewior i 5 . 5 Seuton - - . ° 
M5,8.... active 5 5 1 i active ? 2 - . 
Stwior - - . - Sewion i - - 5 
THM... | aCTive i - i - active ‘ - i , 
Sewior i i - - Stwion . - - . 
THE... | active i - - 2 active 2 i - i 
SEwior . - . - Stwion - - - 
THAS.... | @CTIVE 2 5 . - active ‘ ‘ i 5 
SEniOR . - - - Stwior ‘ ‘ - 20 
TK\W active 2 i i - active 3 i - 
SEWLOR . - - Stwior : - 
appears. | active 3 - 10 active 
SEWIOR 1 | i - - SENIOR 
ew... | active 3 1s il a ACTive X 18 14 23 
SEwior J 203 le ae Stwior a 203 1 1 
| 
MY,E.... | OCTive 1 | - j - active ? 10 10 2) 
SE): OR - - . - SENIOR ) 5 i - 
MY.m. 4. | at IVE i i - - active 5 5 1 - 
SE! 108 - - - - SEnton 1 - i - 
M1.6.... | ac IVE ) ‘ ? le active - - - - 
St 10R 1 1 - - SENIOR . : : > 
Win... | ae EVE 1 | " ; : active : . 
Si. tOR 1 | - - 17? Staion - - - 
OW.w.... | active 2 2 - - ACTIVE i i - - 
SEaTOR 2 5 - 2 SEwloR 1 “9 - - 
OH.S.... | acrive 3 3 1 1 active 2 - 2 - 
StvioR 2 1 } ‘ SENIOR 1 i - > 
THLE. ... ac ive 1 5 1 5 AcTive 5 5 ° - 
SFNIOR i 147 13 1 SENIOR 1 1 - - 
Tam... | ACTIVE - - - - active - - : - 
SEwror . - - - SEwIOR i 14? 13 1 
Ta.m.... | aCTive i - 1 2 ACTIVE 1 - i - 
Semon J - - SENIOR - - - - 
APPEALS. AcTive - - - - AcTIive 
Senior i 0 - - Seuror 
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sae vel 


v5. 
a MF ty 
OUR NG ThE Pind VOLE wont 


STRic! Count 


a te © FROM VISITING AmGES 
PERIOD ENDED AME 0, 1988 


SERVICES PROVIDED TO GIMER DISTRICT CouRTS 


SERVICES MECEIVED BY OTHER GISTRIC) COURTS 


JUDOLS JUDGES 
PROVIDING CIVIL CRIMINAL PROVIDING CIVIL | CRIMI MAL 
Ccracull _Seavict cases Cases | TRIALS seavict Cast 5 | Taias 
TERMI | TERMI Com — T ~| TERMI. 5rt 
OIsTRICT | Status mance wallo ATED | PLETED. status | mamen mateo WATED | PLETED 
7TH, . active 10 e 3 6 active 13 is 3 * 
Seuior | o ? 10 Stwior | 1 ‘ 
TL. Miccs | ACTIVE i i - active —1 i 2 
Stwior i - - i Senior - . - - 
1L,C.... | @CTIVve 5 ? 5 5 active ° - . - 
Senior : ° - . Stnion - ° - - 
BBeBecee active 1 2 = ° active 5 5 2 e 
Stwion - ° > ° Senior - . - - 
Wm.... | ACTIVE ° - > - Active 5 10 ‘ 
SEwIOR - ° ° ° SEwlor 2 5 5 
1m,S.... | active . - - active - - - 
SEWIOR - - ° Stwior i - i 
WI.E.... | acTive 2 2 * i active i 1 - - 
Stwior 2 4 2 , SEnion - . - - 
w1.4 ACTIVE 1 ° i active 1 1 - - 
SEWlOR J Stwior - - . - 
APPEALS active 2 ‘ - i active 
SEWLOR - . - - Siwlor 
ayn. Active u “5 ‘ 20 ACTIVE PTY $0 ‘ 21 
SENIOR ? ”* 2 2 Senior *1 1 2° 
art ACTIVE 1 ‘ - - active ‘ f - ? 
SEwIOR - - - - Stwior ‘ | Fy i iT) 
ann ACTIVE 2 ‘ - 5 active 5 10 : * 
Senior - - - - Senlor 1 ‘ - - 
1a,a Active 1 3 - ° active - - - 
SEWIOR . - - . SENTOF - - - 
1a,S ACTIVE - - - - Active i i - - 
SEW1OR - - - - Stwior - - - - 
WH AcTive 2 2 - - active 3 2 5 2 
SEwloR 1 - 1 - Stwice - - - - 
woe ACTIVE 3 7 - active 1 1 - * 
SEWLOR i ‘ - Stwice 1 J - ‘ 
40.6 ACTIVE - - - - active - - - - 
SENIOR - - - - Stwror - - - ~ 
er ACTIVE 2 2 - - ACTIVE ‘ 10 - ‘ 
SENIOR : - - - SEwIoR 1 5 - 
X ACTIVE * * acrive ‘ 1? - 4 
SENIOR 2 | 6s - 10 SENIOR - - - - 
TA cecee ACTIVE 5 22 * il Active 2 i i - 
SENIOR 1 2 1 13 SEWIOR 1 - - 1 
APPEALS. | ACTIVE 4 * 3 ‘ active 
3*4100 2 * - . SEwiOR 


AK 


TARLE Ye) 
U5. OrstaicT —xx 
SERVICE FROVIDED BY AMD RECEIVED — Amos 
CURING THE THELVE HONTH PERIOD EMDED AME 30, 1988 


SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTWER DISTRICT COURTS | SERVICES RECEIVED OY OTHER DISTRICT COURTS 
; 
PROVIDING cryin jontenmas paev 10m civii |carmnmas 
circut! stavict Cases | CASES | TRIALS SEAvICt Casts | cases | TmLALS 
amo reami- | TeRML- | Com tom | Yeme- | Cone 
pistarcy | status — waTeD | MATED | PLETED® svarus | mmmen mateo | mateo | PLETED 
om... | acrive ” » * * active Pe 10 62 Pe 
SENIOR 9 20 * 4 ii 22 rt) 
Mh. veces active ’ i ’ ii active ? ‘ 2 
SEmiOn : : : ; Stnion : : : 
Oe. seece active 7 4 4 . active ‘ ? . . 
SENIOR ; ) ; : Séuion 3 ) ; é 
cae active 1 * J active : ⸗ . 
SENIOR ‘ 2 i ’ Seuion ; , ‘ 
ca.t active ‘ ’ 2 : active 2 : ; 6 
SEwion ; : : i SEmion } , : $ 
BB... active il 1) Ph] a» active ? 1 i 5 
SEwiOn ; : 3 Stwion : : ; 
7 See active 2 - 5 active ? i - 2 
Seni on H a ; rr SEWIOR H : H 
HI. active i - ad 2 active 13 i wn nD 
Senior 1 - * 5 Stwion , * 1? 21 
WXRXa active . - . - active 2 3 * 
sewior . - ⸗ Senior 1 1 * 
ip eene active 1 1 ⸗ active ? * 2 1 
Stwlor 1 - . 5 Senior 1 1 * 

X active - | * * * active 1 —1 * 
SENIOR : ; : : SEWiOR : : ; ; 
Tis ecece active 1 2 1 - active 4 1 * + 
Senior 1 5 2 2 Senior - * 
WA. EL... active ? 2 1 1 activ ? ? - - 
SENIOR : : SEwiOR i 1 ; . 
WAMU. active ? 1 5 5 ACTIVE 5 —1 — 17 
SENIOR : : : : SENIOR } i : é 
Guan.... active . - - - active 1 * 10 * 
SENIOR : : : SENIOR i : : 
Wal. ... active 1 10 active ° ⸗ e 
Senior ; : SENIOR : ; : 

APPEALS. active ? - 1 active 

SENIOR : ; : : SEMIOR 
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TABLE Yo) 
y.s. pistae? couas 
SERVICE /ROVIDED OY AMO RECEIVED FROW VISITING Ames 
OURING THE THELVE MONTH PERTOO ENDED AME BO, 1908 
| SkAVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER OISTRICT COURTS | SERVICES RECEIVED OY OTHER OISTRICT CouRTS 
MOGES MOGs 
PROVIDING Civic | Carmnmad paoviOln Civit |cmimimac 
cirevi' SERVICE Casts | CASES | TataLs SERVICE Cases | TRIALS 
ano viel | time | Com Temi | Tene | Com 
prsaicy sTATUS | men ated | WATED | PLETEDS status | mame mateo | maTeD | PLETED® 
somm,. | active J ‘ ’ active ” 92 ‘ ‘ 
sinion ; ? ; . Stmion ; 2 2 . 
Bo... active \ * active ‘ ‘ . 2 
senion . ; Semi oR . . ° ; 
as. active " " ° active i " . 
Sinton . . . Sinton ; . 
Whose. active 2 ‘ " " active ’ ’ . : 
Stnion i i . . Stwion i : 2 . 
om... | aerive 2 " " : active " ‘ " 
Sinton . : : ° Sénion ; . . ° 
ot active i " : . active 2 2 2 " 
SEntOR : . : . Stwion 2 ? : ° 
ox. active " : 2 " active ‘ 2 2 . 
Sinton 2 i ) ° Stn ion ; ; . 
ur active " " : . active \ ” . : 
Sinton - | : . . SEwton ; : ; 
' 
wy active 2 | 2 - i active 1 i - - 
Sinton . : . : Séw ion : : . . 
aPPtacs. | active - | : . - active 
SENIOR - | : . : | SEwton 
titw.. | active 7 | * ” active " * is 
Simi OR ‘| a : : | Sinton a 23 ‘ es 
ai.m.... | active e | 5 : - active 2 ‘ - 2 
SENIOR - | : . . SENIOR ? 2 . : 
a. active 1 | \ . . active . . ‘ ° 
SENIOR = | ; . ; SENIOR : : . . 
as active . : ‘ ° active i 2 ° . 
SENIOR 2 | 210 . . SEw1OR 2 210 . ° 
Fun active : . : active ’ ; . i 
SENIOR - | : ‘ Semi OR : ‘ : 
fm active . . ‘ . active ‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ 
SENIOR - | : : . SENTOR ‘ > ‘ es 
FL.S ACTIVE a | ‘ i 2 active . : 
SENIOR . . : . SEWIOR ° ° . 
Ga.m.... | active 3 ” ' ? ACTIVE 2 ! ° 1 
SEWIOR i 2 : . SENIOR . : . ° 
Ga.” active ‘ ° . active ‘ 3 ° 1 
SENIOR . ° . SENIOR . ° . 
Ga. active 2 ’ ° ‘ ACTIVE ’ » . ‘ 
SENIOR : . : ° SEwiOR : = . . 
aprcacs. | active 3 ° . ‘ active 
‘| Sexo i i ‘ . SENIOR 


TABLE Yed 
vs pisteicy ae 
senvict ete 6Y > RECEIVED VISITING AMGES 
Qunine THe LYE WNT PERIOD ENDED AME BO, 1968 


SERVICES PROVIDED TO OTHER DISTRICT Counts SERVICES RECEIVED GY OTHER DISTRICT CouRTS 


ACLS MOLL 
PROVIDING PROVIDING CRIMINAL 
ciacult service S| Cast SERVICE Casts | Cases | TRIALS 


Com 


orsvarct | status | mame svatus | sean maTeD | PLETED: 


ricia CTS 


iwt, TOR | active i active 
Sinton Seuton 
FeO CIRC | ACTIVE : ⸗ active 
Senior ⸗ Sinion 


CLAIMS... | active ° active 
Senior . Stuion 


* INCLUDES AL. TRIALS COMPLETED QURING THE PERIOD,  MHETHER OF WOT THE BELATED CASE MAS ALSO TERMINATED. 


Taset 


va 
34 OF ape 


SERVICE · 040 t “io MECuIVED F ‘Aon VISITING JUDGES 
W APPEALS TERMINATED 


Qua tm Veet —* MONTH PERIOD EMDED sume 30, 1908 


vSv 


SERVICE PROVIDED TO COURTS OF APPEALS SERVICE RECEIVED +08 ormen Counts 
— J — — — — — — — 
PARTICIPATIONS IW T ~ PARTICIPATIONS IW 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
— — = ——— — 
JUDGES 
PROVIDING arven =| apren PROVIDING aren | apven 
SERVICE arren | suamis | OTHER SERVICE aren | Suemis | OTHER 
Onat | SiON OW | JUDICIAL ona =| Siow Ow | JUDICIAL 
circuit status | " Tora | | action sratus | 00 ror. | weaniec | QALEFS | action 
Teta aas 4,629 | 3,160 = 1,079 290 a4 4,529 | 3,160 = 1, 079 290 
APPEALS APPEALS 
active 49 206 226 0 ” ACTIVE 49 16 226 4 J 
Sinioa = 53 594 $30 7} » SEwion «$3 $94 530 “ ry 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 212 2.2% | 1,236 22 166 ACTIVE 212 2,295 | 1,236 425 lee 
Stuloa 110 liaise | 1170 163 81 SEWiOR 110 Laie | 1,170 163 8 
oc 10 _ 7 3 w ee ee ee ” 
APPEALS APPEALS 
active - . . : ‘ active 1? n 
iniß— seuion Ss? 2 2% - ‘ 
pIsTaicT oIstRicT 
AcCTIive ? 6? $45 1 11 active ? 67 55 1 il 
Stuion =} 13 12 \ SEWIOR 12 10 54 . ie 
ist | —— 106 6 » ‘ rT) a» a ’ . 
APPEALS APPEALS 
active 3 ‘ . ‘ : active = 55 Pt 2 . 
Stuion . ° : ‘ Stulon 6 rr as i 3 
DISTRICT pIsTRicr 
active 7 * » 5 5 active 6 * 7 ‘ 5 
Stwlon = 2 50 a? 2 i SEWIOR = 2 50 4? 2 i 
2" - ; 42 398 277 “9 72 31 1 21% $2 106 
APPEALS APPEALS 
active 3 3 2 i , active 3 56 » ’ 2 
Stulon 8 us 105 ‘ 2 SENIOR = 2 % 1s 2 ’ 
DISTRICT pIstRICT 
ACTIVE 15 161 a0 20 se ACTIVE 12 is? ” 20 58 
Stwion = 15 9 90 7 12 SEWIOR 14 154 108 21 5 


SSV 


SERVICE PROVIDED BY AMD RECEIVED VISITING AGES 
IW APPEALS a 
CURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIED 


TABLE Y¥~2 


SERVICE PROVIDED TO COURTS OF APPEALS 


SERVICE RECEIVED FROM GTWER COURTS 


PARTICIPATIONS IW PARTICIPATIONS In 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
JUDGES JUDGES 
PROVIDING arven | apTeER PROVIDING arren | AFTER 
SERVICE after | Suemis | OTHER SERVICE arren | Supmis | OTHER 
Siow on | ADICIAL | ona. | Sion ow | ADIciaL 
circu? status | mo. TOTAL | WEARING | GRIEFS 10m status | ao. Teta. | weaminc | @AIers | ACTION 
mae ” 419 231 158 2 n 310 106 ry 10 
APPEALS APPEALS 
active 1 2 2 ° ° active 2 2 2 . - 
SENIOR = 6 * $2 3 1 Stulon i 1 i ° . 
DISTRICT pIsTRIcT 
ACTIVE 21 267 122 138 ? ACTIVE 21 27 122 13 ? 
SENIOR 69 a8 35 7 6 stu! 5 * 21 ũ 
4TH 33 37 cS | ae 314 40 5 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE - ° : : : ACTIVE 1 1 i ° ° 
Stwion = ° - . - Stuion 4 0 3 ° 
DISTRICT DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 21 190 164 2 ACTIVE 21 1%. re * 2 
SENIOR 12 207 178 19 13 seul a 132 iM 3 ; 
5™ 2 220 189 2 10 do TT] vi 22 ‘ 
APPEALS APPEALS — 
active 2 2 1 i - active 2 2 " 1 - 
Seuion 8 116 100 ‘ ? seul ‘ ” Pr ? 3 
disraic⸗ DISTRICT 
ACTIVE 14 re 63 ‘ ° ACTIVE 1s s rv ’ . 
StwiOR 64 7) — — * seul ‘ cy 6 5 3 


9S 


TABLE V-2 


U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 
SERVICE PROVIDED BY AMD RECEIVED FROM VISITING AMGES 
IW APPEALS TERMINATED 


DURING THE TEL 
SERVICE PROVIDED TO COURTS OF APPEALS SERVICE RECEIVED FROM GTWER COURTS 
PARTICIPATIONS IW PARTICIPATIONS IW 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
AUDGES $ 
PROVIDING AFTER AFTER PROVIDI UG aFTer AFTER 
SERVICE AFTER SUBMIS SERVICE AFTER OTMER 
ORAL S10" OW | ADICIAL Oma Siem Ow | ADICIA 
CIRCUIT STaTus |¥0. TOTAL | HEARING GAIEFS AcTiOn status | "0. TOTAL | WEARING ORIEFS acti 
6TH ry) 699 BD 264 74 Pa] eho 305 Pal} 73 
APPEALS APPEALS 
ACTIVE 5 14 14 - - ACTIVE 4 ie a 13 ° 
SEWIOR 7 47 45 1 1 SEnlon 1 1 - 1 ° 
DISTRICT OIsTRIcT 
ACTIVE $39 229 a2» 71 ACTIVE 27 $00 229 240 71 
SEwIOR 7? ” 53 2 SENIOR 7? 94 $3 a ? 
77 22 298 5 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 3 3 
3*104 7 100 
DISTRICT 
ACTIVE i 1 
Stwuion 11 194 
aT n 209 
APPEALS 
ACTIVE 10 13 
SEnIOR e ey 
OISTRICT 
ACTIVE J 2 
SEnIOR * be 


TABLE ¥~2 


U.S. COURTS OF APPEALS 

SERVICE PROVIDED BY AND RECEIVED FROM VISITING JUDGES 
W APPEALS TERMINATED 

DURING THE TWELVE MONTH PERIOD ENDED JUNE 30, 1968 


SERVICE PROVIDED TO COURTS OF APPEALS SERVICE RECEIVED FROM OTHER COURTS 
PARTICIPATIONS IW PARTICIPATIONS Im 
APPEALS DISPOSED OF APPEALS DISPOSED OF 
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APPENDIX II 
PAYMENTS UNDER 

THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT 

FOR THE FISCAL YEAR 1967 


TO THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE 
JUDICIAL CONFERENCE COMMITTEE ON DEFENDER SERVICES 


The following is a summary report of activities relating to the 
Criminal Justice Act (CJA) during fiscal year 1987 (FY 87) which ended 
on September 30, 1987. 


Status of Appropriations 


The FY 87 appropriation for the implementation of the CJA was 
$87,858,000. It is estimated that $78,358,000 will be required in FY 87 
to meet projected obligations, leaving an unobligated balance of 
$9,500,000 which will be available for use in FY 88. The distribution of 
FY 87 projected obligations is as follows: 


Federal Defender Organizations (FDO)'........ $27,963,000 
CJA Panel Attorneys ..... 2.0... ee eee 43,710,000 
investigative, Expert & Other Services ......... 2,950,000 * 
TTT TTT TTT TTT 3,700,000 
General Administrative Expense.............. 35,000 
Total ............. . ... . . . . . . . . . . . . .. $78,358,000 


' The terms Federal Defender Organizations and Federal Defenders, 
as used in this report, refer to both Federal Public and Community 
Defender Organizations. 


* This amount includes FDO expenses of $380,000 for investigative, 
expert and other services which are not included in the FDO total 
above. 


Legislation 
Criminal Justice Act Revision of 1986 


The Criminal Justice Act Revision of 1986, Public Law 
99-651, became effective on March 14, 1987. A major provision of 
the new law authorizes the Judicial Conference to establish higher 
maximum hourly rates of compensation for CJA Panel attorneys not to 
exceed $75, for particular places of holding court. Guidelines con- 
cerning the establishment of alternative hourly rates were promul- 
gated by the Judicial Conference at its March 1987 proceedings. 
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To date the Judicial Conference, upon recommendation of the 
Criminal Justice Act Committee (since renamed the Committee on 
Defender Services) has established an alternative hourly rate maxi- 
mum for four districts (Calilomia Northern, Central, Eastern and 
Southern). This rate, $75 per hour for in and out of court time, is to ve 
applied only in connection with death penalty habeas corpus repre- 
sentation. The “special” death penalty alternative rate became 
effective in the Northern, Central and Eastern Districts of Califomia 
with respect to services performed on or after October 1, 1987, and in 
the Southern District of California with respect to services performed 
on or after November 6, 1987. 


The Committee on Defender Services is scheduled to review 
applications for both general and special alternative rates at its 
January 1988 meeting. This review will include the consideration of 
applications which were submitted to but not acted upon by the 
Committee at its June 1987 meeting, new applications, and also, 
reconsideration of the special attemative rate already approved for the 
four Califomia districts. 


Sentencing Reform Act of 1984 


Provisions in the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, which 
became effective on November 1, 1987, for all offenses committed on 
or after that date, substantially cianged the nature of the sentencing 
process and are expected to increase both federal defender and 
private panel attorney workload. 


In addition to higher in-court hours due to the increased 
length of sentencing proceedings, a substantial growth in the number 
of oui-of-court hours is expected. Complex sentencing factors and 
the use of unadjudicated criminal conduct, and a complicated assess- 
ment of a defendant’s criminal history could require new efforts in 
investigation and preparation for sentencing. Evidentiary hearings 
may be required to resolve disputed facts essential to guideline 
sentencing. Either local rules or the guidelines will require the 
attorneys for the parties to submit written memoranda to the court 
and/or probation office for relevant sentencing factors and objections. 
It is reasonable to expect that more procedural due process will be 
required in sentencing under a mandatory guideline system than was 
necessary before November 1, 1987. 
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The sentencing guidelines are also expected to result in more 
cases being tried. The narrow range permitted for sentencing 
guidelines which include prison terms (the maximum term may not 
@xCeud the minimum by more than 25 percent) may remove some of 
the incentive to plead guilty and result in more cases going to trial. 
From the other perspective, the government may be reluctant to enter 
into plea bargains which significantly diminish the presumptive 
sentence. 


Finally, the option for both government and defense appeals 
of sentences both inside and outside the guidelines is expected to 
result in a significant increase in appellate litigation. However, the 
anticipated increase in the appellate caseload is not expected to have 
a significant impact on the overall number of cases opened. This is 
due to the elimination of the defendant's opportunity to file a motion to 
reconsider the sentence, as is now provided by Rule 35 of the Federal 
Rules of Criminal Procedure. Thus, higher “numbers” in appeals will 
likely be offset by lower “numbers” in the Rule 35 area. However, the 
work associated with sentencing appeals will be substantially more 
time-consuming than that required by the usual Rule 35 motion. 


Representation in Federal Courts 


During FY 87, approximately 62,327 persons were repre- 
sented in the United States courts pursuant to the provisions of the 
CJA. This compares with 59,324 appointments in FY 86 and 54,778 
appointments in FY 85. The number of appointments in FY 87 was 
thus 5.1 percent greater than those in FY 86 and 13.8 percent greater 
than in FY 85. 


The following tables compare appointments of counsel, and 


distribution of CJA funds, between panel attorneys and Federal 
Defenders for fiscal years 1985, 1986 and 1987. 
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FY 1985 FY 1986 FY 1987 
Percent Percent Percera Percent Percent Percent 
of of a a ot of 

Appoiramernts Funds Appowemerts Funds Appomements Funds 

Panel 
Atlomey6............... 476 60.3 469 62.4 464 620 
FDO” 52.4 39.7 $3.1 376 536 38.0 
Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100.0 100 0 

Cases Opened by Flecal Year 

Percent Percent Percent 
Change Change Change 
FY 1985 FY 1986 FY 1985-1986 FY 1987 FY 1986-1967 | FY 1985-1967 

Panei 
Attorneys . 7 26 098 27,817 66 28,915 39 108 
FDO’... | 28,680 31,507 99 33,412 60 165 
Total. * 54,778 §9,324 83 62,327 51 138 


“Excludes inmate requests trom the Unded States Medical Center, Soringfietd, Missour' 1.270 in FY 1985. 1.545 in FY 
1986. and 1,528 in FY 1987 


The following table reflects the actual number of appellate 
and district court CJA appointments in fiscal years 1983 through 1986, 
and their distribution between pane! attorneys and Federal Defenders. 
Projections for fiscal years 1987 through 1989 are based upon data 
recorded through November 30, 1987, historical trends, and informa- 
tion obtained from Federal Defenders and the Executive Office for 


United States Attorneys. 
U.S. Courts of Appeais U.S. District Courts 
Fiscal Panel Detender Panet Detender Grand 
Year Attorneys Offices Total Anomeys Offices Total | Total 
Actua! 
a 2,019 800 2.819 22.043 25.427 47470 | 50.289 
1,992 783 2,745 21,840 26.597 48437 | 51,182 
1985 ............ 2,308 815 3,123 23,790 27.865 51,655 54,778 
1986........... 2,251 ga 3,192 25,566 30,566 56,132 | 59,324 
Estimate 
1987 2.670 867 3,537 26.245 32,545 58,790 | 62,327 
1988 ............ 4500 1,466 5,966 26.245 34.354 60599) 66.565 
1989 * 4,500 1,683 6,183 27,213 35,304 62,517 | 68,700 


“These figures do not reflect cancellations, waivers and terminations. 
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At the close of statistical year 1987, judiciary caseload 
Statistics reflected that during the twelve month period ending June 
30, 1987, a total of 43,292 criminal cases were filed, an increase of 
4.0 percent from the statistical year 1986 level of 41,490. Criminal 
case filings increased in every circuit except the First, Second, Third 
and Fourth. The pending criminal caseload as of June 30, 1987 was 
25,458 cases, an increase of 4.1 percent over 1986, its highest level 
ever. 


Statistical year 1987 criminal filings increased in 9 of the 15 
major offense categories. The primary contributor to the increase in 
the criminal caseload related to the Drug Abuse Prevention and 
Control Act (DAPCA). Case filings under DAPCA rose from a 1986 
total of 7,893 to a 1987 total of 8,869, an increase of 12.4 percent. 
Prosecutions under the marijuana provisions alone rose by 20.8 
percent, while filings for narcotics violations and controlied substances 
increased by 8.6 percent and 8.4 percent, respectively. DAPCA 
cases now account for 21.0 percent of all criminal filings and ap- 
proximately 29.1 percent of all criminal defendants. 


Major Federal Drug-Related Law Enforcement Activities 


Federal Defender organizations have experienced a 128.9 
percent increase in appointments in drug cases; from 1,980 in FY 82 
to 4,532 in FY 87. Similarly, in-court hours for Federal Defender drug 
related cases have increased during this same period by 107.9 
percent; from 8,219 to 17,089. A substantial proportion of these 
increases are believed to be attributable to three major Federal drug 
control programs which began after January 1983. A brief description 
of these programs follows. 


President’s Organized Crime Drug Enforcement 
Task Force Program 


The President’s Organized Crime Drug Enforcement Task 
Force Program, which began reviewing cases in January 1983, was 
designed to disrupt major drug trafficking organizations operating in 
the United States, many of which are international in scope. 


During the period November 1, 1986 through October 31, 


1987, 399 Task Force cases were initiated throughout the country, 
producing 1,084 indictments involving a total of 3,235 defendants. Of 
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these defendants, 364 have been charged under the Racketeer 
Influenced and Corrupt Organizations (RICO) statute, while 344 
defendants were charged under the Continuing Criminal Enterprise 
(CCE) statute. 


Operation Alliance 


"Operation Alliance’ ‘..’iance), begun July 1, 1986, is a 
federal law enforcement effc — seal” the border between the United 
States and Mexico, primarily trom the inflow of illegal drugs This 
program covers approximately 2,000 miles of the southern border of 
the United States, and involves thousands of Federal, State, and local 
law enforcement officials and sophisticated new equipment. 


During the period October 1, 1986 through September 30, 
1987, the combined activities of the various agencies involved 
accounted for over 6,424 drug seizures. The Federal Defender 
organizations in the Southwest Border area have experienced a 177 
percent increase in appointments in drug cases; from 591 in FY 1986 
to 1,636 in FY 87. A substantial proportion of this increase is believed 
to be attributable to Alliance. 


Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986 


The Anti-Drug Abuse Act of 1986, Public Law 991-570, was 
signed into law on October 27, 1986, and is considered by the 
Nationa! Drug Policy Board to be the most comprehensive drug 
legislation in history. Among its provisions, this law includes many 
significant changes in the criminal sanctions available for drug 
trafficking and related activities. The Administrative Office will monitor 
the impact of this law to ensure that corresponding increases in the 
need for defense services can be met. 


Payments in Excess of the Statutory Minimum 


The CJA provides that, in extended or complex cases, 
attorneys may receive compensation in excess of the general case 
compensation maximums when the presiding judicial officer certifies 
that such excess payment is necessary to provide fair compensation 
and the payment is approved by the chief judge of the circuit. 
Similarly, compensation in excess of the general maximum may be 
paid to persons providing investigative, expert and other services if 
the presiding judicial officer determines that the amount is necessary 
to provide fair compensation for services of an unusual character or 
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duration and the amount of the excess payment is approved by the 
chiet judge of the circuit. 


The number of payments in excess of the attomey case 
compensation maximums during FY 87 was 4,420, an increase of 
approximately 35.4 percent from the 3,264 total for FY 86. These 
claims include cases opened in prior fiscal years. The total amount 
paid through September 30, 1987, for services relating to these claims 
(including any interim payments made in prior fiscal years) was 
$26,157,213. 


The following table reflects the number of excess compensa- 


tion payments for both attorneys and expert services by circuit during 
FY 87. 


Number of Excess Compensation 


Payments tor Both Attorneys and Expert Services 
by Circult FY 1987 

Columbia 78 2 8 14 102 23 
First - 135 2 17 8 162 37 
Second . 409 14 59 82 564 12.8 
Third 228 3 30 63 324 73 
Fourth 174 3 18 43 238 5.4 
120 5 44 1 180 40 
Sixth ......... 193 5 74 20 292 6.6 
Seventh... 195 3 51 13 262 6.0 
Eighth ....... 214 5 113 53 385 8.7 
Ninth........ 754 32 208 313 1,307 29.6 
Tenth......... 116 2 5 47 170 3.8 
Eleventh .... 353 8 43 30 434 9.8 
Grand Total 2.969 34 670 697 4,420 100.0 
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The following is a summary of excess compensation claims 
paid during FY 87 for both attorneys and expert services: 


1. 2,969 excess paymenis were approved in felony cases and 
appeals. The largest of these payments amounted to 
$115,178 in a criminal espionage case in the Central District of 
California. The average for all such payments was $8,457. 


2. 84 excess payments for extended or complex representation in 
misdemeanor cases were approved. The largest was $14,700 
in an income tax fraud case in the Eastern District of Texas. 
The average for all such payments was $2,133. 


3. 670 claims were approved for other cases. The largest 
payment was $16,776 for a habeas petitioner in the Western 
District of Washington; and the average for all matters was 
$1,809. 


4. 697 claims for compensation for expert and other services of 
an unusual character or duration were approved and paid. 
The largest single payment was $250,336 for transcription and 
transiation services in the District of Connecticut; and the 
average cost per case was $2,670. 


Transcripts, Investigative, Expert and Other Services 


As of November 30, 1987, $4,333,630 had been paid from the 
FY 87 Criminal Justice Act appropriation for transcripts, investigative, 
expert and other services. It is estimated that, as later claims at- 
tributable to FY 87 are approved and paid, the total for FY 87 will amount 
to $6,650,000. The following table reflects the cost of providing these 
services from FY 84 through FY 86, and estimates for FY 87 through FY 
88. 
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Transcripts, investigative, Expert and Other Services 


$2,155,180 
333,112 
173,994 
217.649 
359,350 


$3,239. 485 


$2,707 768 
530 330 
203,710 
246,°40 
753,432 


$4 441 480 


$3,300,000 
559 350 
680 199 
319,925 
665,765 


$5,525,239 


FY 1987 


$3,700,000 
820.000 
535 000 
365.000 
1,230,000 


FY 1968 


$3,900 000 
890 000 
580 000 
400 000 

1,330,000 


$6,650,000 


$7,100,000 


Federal Defender Organizations 


Expansion of the Federal Defender Program continued with the 
cieation of two branch offices. The Federal Defender organization for 
the Southern District of Texas established a branch office at McAllen, 
and the Federal Defender organization for the Central District of Califor- 
nia is expected to open a branch office in Santa Ana on January 4, 
1987. 


Although a final accounting has not yet been completed, the cost 
of operating the Federal Defender Organizations during FY 87 is 
estimated to have been $28,343,000 or 9 percent less than the amount 
authorized. Approximately 77.5 percent of the cost of the operation of 
40 Federal Defender Organizations in FY 87 was expended for person- 
nel compensation and benefits. 


A total of 33,412 cases were opened by Federal Defenders in 
FY 87, and 32,759 were closed. Increases in caseload were realized by 
77.5 percent of the reporting Defender Organizations during FY 87. The 
office experiencing the highest volume during this period was the 
Southern Dist:ict of California with 7,681 openings. This organization 
closed 7,621 cases, 3,979 of which were immigration and petty offense 
cases. 


Based upon original budget and grant submissions, as a group, 
Federal Defenders realized 105.6 percent of their projected caseloads. 
This compares with 103.9 percent and 103.0 percent for fiscal years 
1986 and 1985, respectively. 
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